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In his letter to the American Bar Association Ambas- 
sador Joseph H. Choate made an observation well worthy 
of note when he said that “The law’s delays, which 
seem to be constantly on the increase, may well engage 
earnest attention. No opportunity should be lost to coun- 
teract the inevitable tendency to unnecessarily multiplied 
appeals.” 





We begin to have some doubts anent the old adage 
that the law is the perfection of human reason when we 
reflect that in most States of the Union, a mother as a 
general rule is regarded as having no right to her child 
unless it is illegitimate. In New York and seven other 
States, fathers and mothers are joint guardians of their 
children by law, as they are by nature. In all the remain- 
ing States it is literally true that a married mother, so 
long as she lives with her husband, has no more legal 
right to her child than a cow has to its calf. The hus- 
band has the sole control and disposal of the children. 
He may separate them from their mother entirely, may 
place them in the charge of the person most unfit to 
bring them up, and may even send them where the mother 
will never see them again. 





The Michigan Legislature has recently passed a law 
forbidding the marriage of any person suffering from in- 
fectious or transmissible sexual disease. The law states 
that any one so diseased who may marry shall be guilty 
of felony punishable by a fine of not less than $500 or 
more than $1,000, or imprisoned for a term not ex- 
ceeding five years, or by both fine and imprisonment. 





Moralizing over a condition in a will in restraint of 
marriage, a Supreme Court justice uses this language: 
“The principal of reproduction stands next in impor- 
tance to its elder-born correlative, self-preservation, and 
is equally a fundamental law of existence. It is the bless- 
ing which tempered with mercy the justice of the ex- 
pulsion from paradise. It was impressed upon the hu- 
man creation by a beneficent Providence to multiply the 
images of himself, and thus to promote his own glory 
and the happiness of his creatures. Not man alone, but 
the whole animal and vegetable kingdom are under an 








imperious necessity of obeying its mandates. From the 
lord of the forest to the monster of the deep, from the 
subtlety of the serpent to the innocence of the dove, from 
the celastis emprace of the mountain kalmia to the de- 
scending fructification of the lily of the plain all nature 
bows submissively to the primeval law. Even the flowers 
which perfume the air with their fragrance, and decorate 
the forests and fields with their hues are but ‘curtains to 
the nuptial bed.’ The principle of morality, the policy 
of the nation, the doctrines of the common law, the law 
of nature and the law of God, unite in condemning as 
void the condition attempted to be imposed upon this 
widow.” 





Mr. Mitchell, Assistant Controller of the Treasury, 
has rendered a decision in which he holds that the long 
established rule of paying directly to duly authorized at- 
torneys the amount of their fees, as prescribed by Treas- 
ury regulations, in back pay, bounty and other cases of 
persons at any time employed in the military or naval 
service of the United States, shall remain undisturbed. 
In all other cases, however, the full amount of the claim 
successfully prosecuted against the Government must be 
paid to the claimant and not to the attorney. The ques- 
tion arose on the construction placed upon the law by the 
Auditor of the Navy Department, who held that the full 
amount of all claims should be paid to the claimant. 





In London, the other day, the high Chancery Court 
issued a decree forbidding Rev. Francis Marshall and 
other defendants to print copious extracts from the re- 
vised edition of the Scriptures, on the ground that such 
act was in violation of the copyright held by the Universi- 
ties of Oxford and Cambridge. 





Judge Simeon E. Baldwin of New Haven, president 
of the American Science Association, in a much discussed 
address recently delivered before that body, took oc- 
casion to censure the practice of physicians in keeping the 
patient alive at all hazards for the longest time possible 
and irrespective of the amount of suffering involved. In 
the course of his remarks, he observed: 

“In civilized nations, and particularly of late years, it 
has become the pride of many in the medical profession 
to prolong such lives at any cost, discomfort or pain to 
the sufferer, or of suspense or exhaustion to his family. 

“The patient has come to a point where he cannot 
bear the thought of eating. The throat declines to swal- 
low what the stomach is no longer able to digest. He 
craves nothing but to be alone. A few hours, and na- 
ture will come to his release. She is already, perhaps, 
fast throwing him into that happy unconsciousness of 
pain which we call lethargy. The vital forces have been 
spent. The main spring is broken and the watch has run 
down. It can be made to tick feebly for a minute or 
two by shaking it hard enough; but cui bono? Only 
another main spring can mend it. Only another soul, 
another world, can give value to this human life that is 
ready to flicker out because it is worn out. 

“The family ‘ask the doctor if there is no hope and 
he responds with some sharp stimulant; some hypodermic 
injection; some transfusion or infusion to fill out for a 
few hours the bloodless veins; some device for bringing 
oxygen into the conffested lungs that cannot breathe 
the vital air, some cunning way of stimulating some 
other organ to do the stomach’s work. The sufferer 
wakes to pain, and gasps back to a few more days of 
life. 

“Were they worth the having? Do they bring life, or 
a parody of life? Has nature—that is, the divine order 
of things—been helped or thwarted? For the time, 
thwarted, but not for long. The suffering, or at best, 
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the lethargic existence, has been successfully protracted, 
but the body will soon falter and fail in the unwonted 
functions forced upon parts of it made for other uses, and 
death comes, to the relief of the dying and living, alike. 

“Nature has kindly smoothed the sufferer’s pillow by 
leading the way to that gradual exhaustion of the vital 
powers which follows the refusal of the stomach to re- 
ceive or to digest food. 

“To force nutriment into the system in such a case 
through other channels is simply to prolong a useless 
struggle at the cost of misery to the patient and to the 
profit of no one but the doctor and the nurse. 

“In determining the nature of a disease, we look for 
the cause to the symptoms. 

“Nature has so ordered it that symptoms are ob- 
served at that time of life when life is most worth saving. 
A lesion of one ofgan may then be expected to produce 
a reaction throughout the system. There is a. general 
sympathy of the parts. On the other hand, in old age 
the outward manifestations of an interior lesion seldom 
indicate that more than one organ is affected, and are 
often hardly noticeable at all. The patient does not know 
that he is a patient. There is no occasion that he should. 
The weakest part of his bodily mechanism has broken 
down. Why patch it up? Another is hardly less weak, 
and must soon succumb. Better for him and for his 
friends that his last days should be unclouded by the ap- 
prehension of coming death, and the change come to 
him quietly as a dream in sleep.” 








AN INSTANCE OF BAD TASTE. 





We believe the time has come to enter an energetic 
protest against the habit which some law journals have 
of spreading upon their pages “jokes” of a certain 
class in reference to the legal profession. Possibly the 
subject is not worth discussion, for though it seems to be 
an evidence upon their part of somewhat question- 
able taste, yet it might very well be argued that a con- 
tempt for the proprieties of life is, after all, a person’s 
own affair for which he is not responsible to the ‘com- 
munity at large in the absence of acts upon his part in- 
fringing its rights in a more positive manner. These re- 
marks were called forth upon looking on page 437 of the 
September number of our friend, the “Green Bag.” The 
following alleged specimens of humor appear on that 
page of our worthy contemporary: 


1 
“I understand Windig, the attorney, is seriously ill?’”—‘Yes; 
I met his physician this morning, and he says he is lying at 
death’s door.”—‘“‘That’s just like a lawyer.” 


2 , 

“Why is it that your advocate interests himself so much 

in your case?” “I have borrowed money of him. If I lose the 
case, he loses his money.”’ 


3 i 

Great Lawyer (in cross-examination)—Ah! You consider the 
prisoner an honest man, do you? 

Witness.—An honester man never lived. 

Great Lawyer (superciliously).—Will you kindly state on 
what you base that remarkable opinion? 

Witness (hotly).—On the fact that he once tried to be a 
lawyer and failed. . 


After careful examination and analysis we cannot con- 
scientiously say that we find anything especially funny 
in the foregoing; on the contrary, we think it rather bad 
taste. 

Among individuals of a certain class it has long been 
thought that it was humor of purest ray serene to impute 
all kinds of questionable motives and actions to the 
legal profession. Our novels teem with Oily Gammons, 
Sampson Brasses, Lawyer Markses and Counselor Pells 
and certain members of the community would seem to 
have taken their cue from this in their practice of charg- 
ing the legal profession as a whole with a course of con- 








duct which if true would justly render a member of the 

bar a Pariah among his fellow men. We doubt much 

whether any medical journal would publish articles re- 

flecting upon physicians and surgeons in the way that 

— egal periodicals have done relative to members of 
bar 


Of course no one takes the matter at all seriously, 
but at the same time it may be wondered whether the 
public’s respect for the legal fraternity will be much 
increased after reading the page which some of our 
professional journals have seen fit to devote to “facetiae.” 








THE MAYBRICK CASE. 





While the Dreyfus affair has excited the condemna- 
tion of the entire civilized world outside of that 
nation in which it has arisen, a cause deserving of nearly 
the same amount of sympathy has been permitted, we 
are almost tempted to say, to go unnoticed. We refer 
to the case of Florence Maybrick. A determined effort 
is being made, however, by a number of the friends and 
relatives of the prisoner and by those who believe that 
a substantial injustice has been accomplished, looking to 
the securing of a pardon. 

Laying entirely aside all question as to guilt or inno- 
cence, it is certainly true that Mrs, Florence Maybrick 
has not received fair treatment. At the present moment 
she is suffering imprisonment for a crime for which she 
was neither indicted nor convicted. 

Upon commuting the sentence from one of death to 
one of life imprisonment, the Home Secretary, Mr. Mat- 
thews, took the view that the prisoner had been improperly 
condemned. He declined to pardon, however, upon the 
ground that she had attempted the destruction of her 
husband by administering poison. In other words, he 
proceeded to constitute himself judge and jury for the 
purpose of retrying the prisoner, finally adopting the 
anomalous position that Mrs. Maybrick should be pun- 
ished for a crime for which she has never been tried be- 
fore a tribunal of her peers. 

She was found guilty of having murdered her hus- 
band, not of having attempted to murder, although she 
has remained in prison for the last ten years for the latter 
offense. The position of the Home Office seems to be 
that the matter is chose judgee and not to be interfered 
with. 

The above remarks were rendered necessary by rea- 
son of an editorial which the New York World has re- 
cently seen fit to publish. We give it complete: 


THE MAYBRICK MAWKISHNESS. 

There is “no hope for Mrs. Maybrick,” say the despatches. 
There ought to be none. There were harshnesses of judicial 
ruling at her trial, but there has never been any real question 
of her guilt. 

By reason of these harshnesses the convict’s sentence of 
death was commuted to one of life imprisonment and that is 
quite ail that her friends should think of asking. 

Queen Victoria is entirely right in thinking that an un- 
faithful wife who first betrays and then deliberately poisons her 
husband is entitled to no mercy at the hands of a government 
which stands for the common decencies of life, for morality and 
for law. 

The mawkish sentimentality that has pleaded for this 
murderess has been based mainly upon the two grounds that 
she is a woman and that she is an American. But woman- 
hood is not a license to murder, and American birth affords no 
excuse for crime. Every rule of right, every consideration of 
law, order and morality, requires that this woman should 
remain where she is till the end of her natural life. 


The article is one which a careful examination of the 
evidence in the case justifies us in asserting to be en- 
tirely uncalled for and wantonly untruthful. .It is stated 
that “there has never been any real question of her guilt.” 
On the contrary, there is very little, if any, evidence to 





substantiate the claim that Florence Maybrick poisoned 
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her husband; it is not even proved that her husband 
died from an arsenical poisoning at all. This has been 
repeated again and again from the lips of emi- 
nent jurists both of England and this country. It is 
impliedly admitted by Mr. Matthews by virtue of the 
position assumed by him. 

The statement that Queen Victoria does not care to 
release the criminal is on a par with the remainder of the 
article. As a matter of fact the position assumed by 
the English Government all along was that the Queen 
only had the power to pardon upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Home Secretary, nor can the appeals of our 
President, our Cabinet Ministers or the wives of our 
President and Ministers be shown any consideration by 
her. In the words of Lord Salisbury to Mr. Lincoln 
when declining to sybmit to Her Majesty an appeal 
signed by Mrs. Harrison and the wives of members of 
‘ the American Cabinet: “It was not possible for him 
to act on the matter beyond transmitting it to the Home 
Secretary for the reason that it is a matter of unwritten 
law that in such cases the Home Secretary acts individ- 
ually and solely upon his own individual responsibility, 
none of his colleagues assuming or taking any part 
therein.” As a matter of fact, the real power behind the 
throne is not even the Home Secretary, but the under 
Officials of the Home Secretary’s office who have hith- 
erto been successful in preventing Mrs. Maybrick’s re- 
lease. We have every reason for believing that the 
head of the Home Office would have acceded to the re- 
quest twice made by a President of the United States 
had it not been for the influence brought to bear by 
some of his subordinates. What has induced those gen- 
tlemen to adopt the course of action which they did is 
of course best known to themselves. A careful re- 
view of the case fails to convince us as to the worthi- 
ness of their motives. The statement that the plea for 
the prisoner’s release rests upon the fact that she is 
a woman and of American birth is likewise false. 
Neither of these pleas have ever been urged. The 
friends of Mrs. Maybrick believe, and believe rightfully, 
as we think, that she is innocent. They assert further 
that, innocent or guilty, she has never been fairly tried. 
The practice of a foreign executive asking for the release 
of a citizen or subject of the State over which he pre- 
sides is a well recognized one. Such request is based 
wholly upon principles of comity and is entirely apart 
from any question as to the prisoner’s guilt or inno- 
cence. In view of the fact that requests made by the 
British Government to the President of the United States 
in favor of a British subject have been honored more 
than once, the Executive of this country cer- 
tainly had a right to expect that his desire would be 
complied with and such compliance would have been a 
graceful act on the part of the Home Office. On the 
contrary, the matter has been treated by the officials 
of that bureau with what one might almost be 
tempted to refer to as contemptuous indifference. 

We believe that public sentiment throughout the 
United States is pretty generally in favor of the release 
of Mrs. Maybrick, and we strongly condemn articles 
similar to the one in question consisting of statements 
wholly false and tending to give the community an en- 
tirely erroneous impression as to the status of the pro- 
ceeding. 








THE DISHONOR OF A NATION. 





It is questionable whether a more iniquitous decision 
than that in the case of Capt. Alfred Dreyfus has ever 
been rendered by any civilized tribunal since the days 
of Pontius Pilate. The world at large was apparently 





quite well prepared by recent events for any manifesta- 
tion of degradation on the part of the degenerating chief 
of the Latin races, but this recent instance of a lack of all 
justice and honor is simply appalling. What the make- 
up of the judges of a French tribunal must be even if 
that tribunal is a court martial, to permit the existence 
of such a glaring monument of judicial iniquity, we fail 
to grasp. What kind of a system can it be which per- 
mits a prisoner’s sworn enemies to go on the stand and 
state that they think him to be guilty, and then delib- 
erately refuse to give any adequate reasons for their be- 
lief? What kind of a system is it which permits a witness 
like Gen. Roget, for instance, to deliver a frenzied tirade 
against the prisoner, and then collapse in tears, apparently 
from sheer rage, without being called to order by the 
court? What kind of a system is it which, after taking all 
the hearsay testimony possible against the prisoner, re- 
fuses to call the representatives of two foreign govern- 
ments simply because they were prepared to testify in his 
favor? What kind of a system is it—but words fail. We 
can only give way to an overmastering feeling of dis- 
gust. 

Is there any creature upon this earth so utterly con- 
temptible as an unjust judge such as “turn judgment to 
wormwood and leave off righteousness in the earth.” 
When corruption in the judiciary goes unrebuked, the 
death knell of a nation has sounded. It is, of course, im- 
possible for the average Frenchman who is in all prob- 
ability the most self-centered individual on the globe to 
realize the feelings with which the other members of the 
great family of nations regard his fatherland. 

But let us look on the bright side of the matter— 
if there is one. If there is a Mercier, a Roget, a Billot 
or a Boisdeffre, there also exists a Picquart, a Zola, and 
a Maitre Labori. As long as we have these cham- 
pions of France’s honor, we need not yet despair. And 
isn’t it grand, after all, when we come to think of it, how 
the great voice of all humanity has spoken against what 
the entire world believes to be one of the greatest ex- 
amples of judicial iniquity that has ever been perpetrated. 
Poor, weak human nature may, as the pessimists tell us, 
be constantly retrograding, but once in a while it is 
stirred deeply at the story of suffering undeserved. 
And consider what has occurred in this case. It isn’t 
the public opinion of a given community, but the great 
voice of the entire civilized world uplifted in favor 
of an innocent man unjustly condemned. 

And the Mercier-Gonse-Billot, etc., combination ac- 
tually think they have won. Let us look at the results: 
They have convicted an innocent man, and by so doing 
preserved “the honor of the army” (which phrase being 
interpreted means their own miserable skins). On the 
other hand, France stands to-day pilloried before the na- 
tions. Her own helplessness is revealed, and the story of 
existing corruption written so large that he who runs 
may read. The way is in fine paved for the next revo- 
lution, which will come as surely as day follows night. 
Was it worth the price, O members of the General Staff? 
After all, the good opinion of mankind is worth striving 
for, and to go down in history as perjurors and suborners 
of perjury is scarcely to be desired. The absolute incon- 
sistency of the position assumed by the authorities is 
shown in their action in pardoning the prisoner. Either 
he was or was not proven to be guilty. If the former 
was the case his offense was one which did not admit of 
pardon. If the latter, he should have been acquitted. By 
assuming the first to be the case and then acting as 
though the second were true, they have succeeded in 
demonstrating excellently the existence of that conspiracy 
of which the prisoner was a victim. 

As for the heroic prisoner and his still more heroic 
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wife, need it be said that the sympathy of every right- 
thinking individual is theirs. 

After the crowning infamy which has just ensued, we 
confess no further hope exists of Dreyfus ever being 
finally cleared, as pardon, of course, implies guilt. It 
must be left to history to reverse the verdict. 

In the corrupted currents of this world, 
Offense’s gilded hand may shove by justice; 
And oft ’tis seen the wicked prize itself 
Buys out the law. But ’tis not so above; 
There is no shuffling, there the action lies 

In his true nature; and we ourselves compell’d 
Even to the teeth and forehead of our faults 
To give in evidence. 











A RECEN?7 EXERCISE OF 7HE POLICE POWER— 
THE RIGH? TO SET APART CERTAIN 
PORTIONS OF A CITY FOR HOUSES 
OF PROSTI1U1ION. 





The city of New Orleans has for some time pursued 
the plan adopted in many of the continental cities of set- 
ting apart certain sections of the town in which houses 
of prostitution may be permitted. By a recent ordi- 
nance the boundaries of the particular quarter were al- 
tered so as to bring within it a portion of the city not 
previously included. In L’Hote vs. City of New Orleans 
(44 L. R. A. 90) the court held that the ordinance in 
question was a valid exercise of the police power vested 
in the City Council. 

In considering the question it observed that: “The 
regulation of houses of prostitution would seem to be 
so closely connected with public order and decency, the 
policy announced by the ordinance has been so long ex- 
erted in all large cities of our country, and the power 
has had such frequent recognition in the charters of this 
city, that it would seem the power itself cannot be suc- 
cessfully controverted. City Charter 1870, §12; Id. 1882, 
§8; Id. 1896, §15. We have, however, given careful at- 
tention to the argument that urges objection to all such 
legislation, and which directs attention to the grounds of 
opposition deemed specially applicable to the ordinance, 
the execution of which is sought to be arrested. That 
there are limitations to the power asserted by this or- 
dinance may be conceded. It does not, however, readily 
occur to the mind that confining houses of this char- 
acter within certain limits by the appropriate ordinance, 
is violative of any of the constitutional guaranties in- 
voked in this discussion before us. The ordinance 
neither sanctions nor undertakes to punish vice. The 
power to punish vice, not in the form of an offense, 
denied by the argument and enforced by the authori- 
ties we find in the briefs, is, in our view, entirely distinct 
from the function the ordinance asserts as belonging 
to municipal government, by the express terms of the 
city charter. It is urged, too, the ordinance is a license 
for vice, and hence illegal. Tiedeman, Pol. Power, p. 
291. Undoubtedly, the court should refuse its aid to any 
ordinance if of the character asserted by the argument. 
The vice, the subject of this ordinance, beyond the reach 
of penal statutes, is simply subjected by this ordinance 
to that restraint demanded by the public interest. The 
unfortunate class dealt with by the ordinance must live. 
They are not denied shelter, but assigned that portion of 
the city beyond which they are not permitted to estab- 
lish their houses. Thus viewed, the ordinance cannot be 
deemed open to the objections that it either punishes 
or grants a license to vice beyond the competency of 
the council.” : 

The court, however, seem to have preferred to base 
their decision upon the broad ground of a proper ex- 
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ercise of the police power by the authorities. “There 
remains,” it says, “the argument addressed to us, varied 
in form, but maintaining the general proposition that 
the ordinance operates to deprive the citizen of his 
property; that is, to depreciate its value—the same as 
deprivation in legal effect. We can readily appreciate 
there might be an arbitrary exercise of this power that 
would warrant.an appeal to the courts. Thus, to ex- 
tend these limits so as to embrace, without any apparent 
reason, if reason could exist, portions of the ve always 
devoted to private residences, schools, churches, and 
other lawful uses, might well be deemed oppressive and 
an abuse of the power of municipal government; but, 
as we understand this ordinance, in its main features it 
is restrictive—that is, confines these houses within nar- 
rower bounds. * * * To whatever extent, however, 
the right of private property may be deemed affected by 
this last ordinance, it must be borne in mind that it is their 
great power of government given to preserve the morals, 
health, and lives of the community that requires the sur- 
render of right by the citizen supposed to be exacted 
by this ordinance. To that police power all must yield 
Obedience. As put in the textbooks and enforced by all 
decisions: Every citizen holds his property subject to 
the proper exercise of the police power, exerted either 
by the Legislature of by the subordinate political cor- 
porations. It is settled that police laws and regulations, 
though they may disturb the enjoyment of individual 
rights, are not unconstitutional. They do not expropri- 
ate property for public use. If the individual sustains 
injury, it is deemed damnum absque injuria; or in the 
theory of the law, the injury to the owner is deemed 
compensated by the public benefit the regulation is de- 
signed to subserve.” 

While the question of licensing prostitution is one 
upon which much difference of opinion may properly 
exist, we are inclined to consider the policy adopted 
by the New Orleans Council as entirely reasonable. The 
evil always has existed (isn’t it Kipling who in his story 
“On the City Wall” speaks of a “member of the most 
ancient profession in the world”) and from present in- 
dications bids fair to exist always. In some Oriental 
countries, Japan, for instance, it is regarded as an entirely 
honest method of making a living, and girls accumulate 
their dot thereby. Some time ago a worthy clergyman of 


New York city, whether moved by really conscientious , 


motives or by a love of printer’s ink, we have never 
been able to determine, undertook to break up the evil. 
Up to that point, so we are informed, houses of prosti- 
tution had been pretty generally located in given dis- 
tricts, where, although permitted to exist, they had never- 
theless been to a certain—or to speak more accurately 
uncertain—extent, under police supervision. The en- 
deavors of the Presbyterian minister were, however, su 
far successful as to drive the larger portion of fast houses 
out of business—only to set up somewhere else. The re- 
sult now is that respectable quarters have been invaded 
and the evil has spread into portions of the city previously 
exempt. The original neighborhood of the houses of as- 
signation has not improved meanwhile, so that it can 
scarcely be said that beneficial results have followed. 

The question then, is simply whether legislators 
prefer to follow the Continental custom and recognize 
the existence of prostitution, placing it at the same time 
under proper restraints, so that the citizen may be 
protected, or adopt the policy hitherto in vogue 
and shut their eyes to the continuance of a practice 
which seems bound to exist as it always has existed. The 
customs of the Puritans constituted probably as cast- 
iron a set of rules as could be found, and yet the Scarlet 
Letter was occasionally found upon the breast of woman. 
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Looking at the subject, however, from a strictly legal 
standpoint, there can scarcely be question but that the 
Legislative body exercising control over a given com- 
munity has authority to regulate the present matter 
through a valid exercise of its police power, and should 
an individual chance to be injured as in the case at bar it 
must be considered damnum absque injuria, the comfort 
of one having to give way to the well being of all. 








7HE LEGALITY OF THE BOYCOTT. 

We have in a previous number spoken of the present 
status of our law with regard to the boycott. The dis- 
cussion of the question has, however, received a new 
impetus from the actions of the Cleveland strikers. The 
measures resorted to by the employees of the Consoli- 
dated Street Car line seem to have consisted in station- 
ing men at convenient points to note the names of per- 
sons using the road, who if they are in business are to 
be “blacklisted.” In other words, a body of men have 
arrogated to themselves the right of forbidding their fel- 
low citizens to enter into contracts of transportation with 
third parties merely because a difference of opinion 
chances to exist with regard to the rate of wages, and 
have presumed to enforce their mandates by forbidding 
the sale of anything, whether an article of necessity or 
not, so any person who might be found riding on 
the cars. That the courts would not sanction for an in- 
stant such a course of procedure cannot be doubted. The 
attempt illustrates excellently the blundering methods 
hitherto employed by the laboring classes for the purpose 
of carrying out their ends. Without attempting to pass 
upon the question of the justice or injustice of their 
cause, we are certainly warranted in saying that they have 
by their outrageous course of conduct succeeded in alien- 
> Ye any sympathy which might have been originally 

eirs. 

A brief review of the law applicable to the boycott 
question as it exists in New York State might prove 
interesting at this point. In the case of Michael Eman- 
uel and others, reported in 6 City Hall Records, 33 (1821) 
the defendants combined together (being the keepers of 
boarding houses for sailors) not to ship any seamen at 
the offices of certain notaries. The Recorder charged 
the jury to find a verdict against them. 

In People v. Kostka (4 Crim. Rep. 429) it was shown 
that the defendants had combined to prevent plaintiff 
from exercising a lawful calling by congregating near 
the doors of his place of business, printing circulars de- 
scriptive of their supposed grievance and distributing the 
same to his customers. It was also shown that thc 
effect of such overt acts was to initmidate and thereby 
warn off customers and the general public who might 
otherwise patronize plaintiff. In a hotly contested case 
defendants were held guilty of the crime of conspiracy 
under Section 168, sub-div. 5, of the Penal Code. It was 
further held that it was not necessary that there should 
have been a direct threat. 

In Buffalo Lubricating Oil Co. vs. Standard Oil Co. 
(42 Hun. 153), the defendant had conspired with others 
to injure plaintiff by spreading reports among its cus- 
tomers that it was infringing defendants’ patents, urg- 
ing them not to buy, threatening them with lawsuits 
if they did, and stating that plaintiff’s oil was of an in- 
ferior quality. The complaint was held good on de- 
murrer. 

In People ex re! Gil v. Walsh (15 N. Y. St. Rep. 
17 affirmed 110 N. Y. 633) it was held that a determina- 
tion by workingmen that an objectionable person, a 
“scab” so-called, should be driven away and prevented 

working within a district large or small was a con- 





spiracy pronounced by law to be criminal. (See further, 
People ex rel Gil v. Smith 10 St. Rep. 730, where it 
was held that demanding a workman’s discharge was a 
penal offense.) 

_ In Curran v. Galen as- president, etc. (2 Misc. 553) 
it was shown that the plaintiff was in the employ of a 
brewing company which had agreed not to hire any per- 
son not a member of defendants’ organization. Upon re- 
quest of defendants, the employers of plaintiff discharged 
him. The foregoing was admitted by the answer and the 
further allegation was made that defendants were without 
the intent to injure plaintiff. Held on demurrer to such 
answer that the means employed by defendants to accom- 
plish their purpose constituted an unlawful act, and the 
answer was insufficient. This was affirmed without opin- 
ion in 77 Hun. 610. 

In Sinsheimer v. United Garment Workers of Amer- 
ica (5 Misc. 448), the action was brought for an injunc- 
tion restraining the defendants from distributing circu- 
lars to the customers of plaintiff, which circulars were 
clearly intended as a threat that in case the customers 
continued to do business with plaintiff the defendants 
would notify other trade unions of the fact, and thus 
induce the members to withhold their business from any 
firms that continued to sell the plaintiff's goods. The 
court said that “it is clear that it was an unlawful injury 
to plaintiff's property to send circulars to their custom- 
ers which would tend to induce customers to discontinue 
business with the plaintiff” and granted an injunction. 
Tt must be noted, however, that this decision was reversed 
in 77 Hun. 215. 

For other cases upon the question of boycotting, see 
the Durber Watch Case Manufacturing Co. v. E. How- 
ard Watch & Clock Co. et al. (3 Misc. 582); Morton v. 
Metropolitan Life Insurance Co. (34 Hun. 366; affirmed 
103 N. Y.. 645); State v. Stewart (59 Vt. 273); Master 
Stevedores’ Association v. Walsh (2 Daly 1); The People 
v Barondess (45 St. Rep. 248); People v. Wilzig (4 
Crim. Rep. 403); State v. Glidden (6 N. Y. Crim. Rep. 
381); Johnston Harvester Co. v. Meinhardt (9 Abb. N. 
C. 379; affirmed 24 Hun. 489). See also a paper on “Is 
Boycotting Criminal?” by Tracy C. Becker (10 N. Y. 
State Bar Association 148.) 

The matter is one which cannot of course be consid- 
ered at all adequately within the limits of an article like 
the present. Suffice it to say that in the foregoing cases 
we have endeavored to look at the matter in its more 
important phases. The above authorities treat first, of a 
cause of action for damages; second, of the right to ob- 
tain an injunction; third, of the liability of the defend- 
ant to criminal prosecution. The general tendency of 
the courts seems to be to draw a line over which the 
labor organizations must not step. The latter are entitled 
to use persuasion, but the moment they pass beyond this 
and resort to means inherently unfair for the purpose of 
accomplishing their ends they will become liable to the 
injured party in the particular form of action he may 
choose to adopt. 

It is a fact to be deplored that the laboring classes 
fail to recognize that many of the methods which they 
employ must of necessity react on themselves. We 
had occasion to observe this in connection with 
a recent strike among the employees of one of the large 
contracting firms in New York city. No question had ever 
been raised concerning the scale of wages paid until a 


sudden influx of work which the employers were under 
bond to complete by a given time led to a belief on the 
part of the laborers that better terms might be obtained 
Rather than suffer the loss which a sudden cessation of 


work would entail, this demanded increase was granted: 
Upon the arrival of the “dull season,” however, contrary 
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to the practice prevailing hitherto, a large number of 
employees were “laid off” and the wages of the remainder 
cut until the loss sustained by the previous strike had 
been made up to the employers. That this course is be- 
ing adopted in many instances we have no reason to 
doubt, nor can we have much sympathy under the cir- 
cumstances with the ultimate losers. 

The market for labor should be kept open and all 
unfair attempts to coerce either party into making terms 
to which he does not accede of his own volition should 
be sternly repressed by all judicial tribunals. 








THE RIGHT TO RESTRICT THE ELECTIVE 
FRANCHISE. 





We note that as a means of disfranchising the -ne- 
gro voters of North Carolina, an amendment to the State 
Constitution has been prepared, which is to be voted on 
next year and which provides as follows: 

Sec. 4. Every person presenting himself for registra- 

tion shall be able to read and write any section of the 
Constitution in the English language; and, before he 
shall be entitled to vote, have paid, on or before the 
first day of March of the year in which he proposes 
to vote, his poll tax, as prescribed by law, for the previous 
year. 
Sec. 5. No male person who was, on Jan.’1, 1867, or 
at any time prior thereto, entitled to vote under the laws 
of any State in the United States wherein he then resided, 
and no lineal descendant of any such person, shall be de- 
nied the right to register and vote at any election in this 
State by reason of his failure to possess the educational 
qualifications prescribed in Section 4 of this article. 

This is an iteration of the policy already adopted in 
South Carolina, Mississippi and other Southern States. 
It is worthy of comment, in view of the fact that the ef- 
fect of Section 4, would be to disfranchise over 100,000 
North Carolina negroes, together with a large number of 
white voters. To prevent the latter result from being ac- 
complished Section 5 was added. 

Standing by itself, Section 4 is open to commenda- 
tion. An individual who is not able “to read and write 
any section of the Constitution in the English language” 
should certainly not be entitled to vote. We would be the 
last to advocate any discrimination in bestowing the 
elective franchise other than a purely educational test. 
Of course, the moment a scheme of this kind 
is proposed we immediately hear a protest .against 
restricting the exercise of the “poor man’s vote.” 
We have every sympathy with the “poor man” 
both in the abstract and in the concrete, but if 
the “poor man” happens to be an unintelligent “poor 
man,” we fail to see why his vote should weigh equally 
in the balance with the vote of a more enlightened mem- 
ber of the community. 

Will anybody assert to-day that the period of time nec- 
essary to qualify for citizenship is not ridiculously small. 
It only needs a visit to our courts upon naturalization 
days to convince one of the fact that a man may have 
resided here for five years and yet be unable to speak 
or read the English language properly or to obtain 
the slightest idea of our political system other than as 
embodied in the person of the ward boss. It may be 
questioned whether the larger percentage of those who 
are admitted to citizenship have any real conception of 
the scope of the questions propounded to them by the 
court. 

A recent author has observed that the United States 
has been called upon to absorb and assimilate enormous 
masses of foreign population and has questioned whether 
such power of assimilation must not shortly be exhausted 





Patton in his work on “Political Parties in the United 
States,” has observed that during the first three adminis- 
trations of the government, the law required a residence 
of fourteen years before an alien could be admitted to cit- 
izenship. Toward the close of that period, it was es- 
timated that there were in the United States between 
twenty and thirty thousand foreigners, principally French 
and Irish refugees. One of the first acts of Jefferson 
was to procure the passage of an act reducing the time 
of such residence to five years, at which length it has 
remained ever since. 

The matter is a somewhat difficult one to decide, as 
it involves many diverse considerations; still it would 
seem if some kind of a check upon the indiscriminate 
donation of the franchise might be desirable. 








PROPERTY RIGHTS IN A PUBLIC SPEECH. 


“BRING ME NO MORE REPORTS.” 
(Title by Master William Shakespeare and Mr. Justice North.) 
Oh, who has not seen a reporter reporter 
Not seen a reporter a taking his ‘‘note’’? 
A type of a kind of a sorter a sorter 
A sorter machine in a trousers and coat. 
While voluble speakers are talking are talking 
Are talking away at a deuce.of a rate, 
The agile reporters are stalking are stalking 
Are stalking their chattering quarries like Fate. 
When eloquence issues like water like water 
It issues like water from Rosebery’s brain, 
Says North “no admirer did oughter did oughter 
Did oughter be suffered to print them again. 
“For the ‘Times’ it expended its money its money 
Expending its money in taking it down, 
So the ‘Times’ is the owner—’tis funny ‘tis funny— 
Of adjective, adverb, and substantial noun. 
“Now the ‘Times’ it has sought a, the ‘Times’ it has 
sought a - 
Has sought a injunction against Mr. Lane. 
The reason the latter contested the matter 
And made such a clatter is perfectly plain.” 
Lord Rosebery’s bricks and his mortar his mortar 
His bricks and his mortar constructed a book; 
But the Judge and the ‘Times’ it has taught a has 
taught a 
Has taught a “new fact’’—its reports mayn’t be took. 
Now if speakers omit to commission commission 
Commission reporters to take down their speech, 
They should make a protective protective condition 
Protective condition that none can impeach. 
So this practical moral was taught a was taught a 
Was taught a shocked public a fortnight ago; 
You must always import a reporter reporter 
Import a— but why? We are blessed if we know. 
“To take what’s your own, then, is stealing is stealing?” 
His Lordship exclaims while enjoying the sport. 
And so Mr. Lane is appealing appealing 
Appealing against the award of the Court. 
(London “Punch.’’) 


The English Court of Chancery on Aug. 10, 1899, in 
Walter vs. Lane, considered the rather interesting ques- 
tion of what property right may exist in a public speech. 
A motion was made for an interlocutory injunction to re- 
strain the publication of reports taken for the Times of 
speeches made by Lord Rosebery, in. which the paper 
had a copyright. The defendant had published a book en- 
titled, “Appreciations and Addresses of Lord, Rosebery,” 
in which he had appropriated a number of the ‘Times’ 
articles. It was said in an affidavit of Mr. Brain, the 
Times reporter, that “in the course of our duty, the 
reporters of the Times have to exercise their judgment: 
and skill so as to represent in a form fit for publication 
the features of the meetings and the material parts of 
and the sense of the speeches made at them. This in- 
volves considerable skill and labor. . Notes of the proceed- 
ings and speeches are taken in shorthand, which are 
afterward carefully corrected and revised and written out 
and punctuated, fit for publication.” 

Judge North, in granting the injunction, delivered the 
following opinion: “There was no copy here for the use 
of the reporters. It is the taking down of what is spoken 
and that seems to be an original thing and not a copy. 
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Then it is said there might be a dozen reporters who 
would all do the same thing, and I was asked whether 
they could all have a copyright. On this it is rather 
singular that here it appears incidentally that the report- 
ers differ a good deal, and I do not see why each person 
should not have a copyright, not in the speech, but in the 
version of the speech which he has made. Take the case 
of a translation. Mr. Terrell suggested that in this case 
taking the words of the speaker, converting the words of 
the speaker into a shorthand note and then extending 
the shorthand into long hand, was itself a translation. I 
do not quite follow that, and I do not use the word 
‘translation’ in that sense. You may have several trans- 
lations of one work; it often happens that you have, and 
one might ask how many different translations there 
might be of Dante’s “Inferno,” for instance. In every 
translation, each person uses his own head and brains 
and time, and he produces a result which may be more 
or less like the result produced by others. In cases of 
merely prose translations they often come pretty 
close to one another. In cases of the turning of a poem 
in a foreign language into English poetry, of course, 
there is far more room for divergence, but as regards 
the position of a translation, Mr. Justice Story says 
this: ‘A man has a right to a copyright in a translation 
upon which he has bestowed his time and labor.’ To be 
sure, another man has an equal right to translate the 
original work and to publish his translation, but then it 
must be his own translation by his own skill and labor, 
and not the mere use and publication of the translation 
already made by another. Applying the principle of these 
cases here, it seems to me that the reporter might make 
a report of a speech delivered in public, intended to be 
reported, and then might have a copyright in his own 
publication if he procured the material himself, but he 
must not set to work by taking the report that another 
man has made and insert it in his work, simply copying 
that report. Then a question was put as rather a reductio 
ad absurdum. Could the Times restrain Lord Rosebery 
from publishing his own speeches taken from the report 
in the Times? With great deference to the learned coun- 
sel, I do not quite see where the absurdity comes in. 
In the particular case put, if a speaker recollects what 
took place, of course he could publish it again either 
orally or in writing, and, what is more, he might for that 
purpose, if he liked, refresh his memory as to what took 
lace by looking at the report in the newspapers; but 
if he has forgotten what took place, and if he cannot 
recollect sufficiently to publish the speech, there is an- 
other thing open to him—he may then go to other per- 
sons who have been present and.try to get something of 
what actually took place from them. But if he cannot 
recollect what took place himself, and he cannot get his 
memory refreshed by materials furnished by other per- 
sons to him, I do not see where the hardship is, if the 
speech has been thrown to the winds without being 
recorded in any way by him or his friends, if, to repub- 
lish that he has to get a copy of it from a person who 
has made a report, to the copyright of which he is en- 
titled. I do not think the difficulty would ever arise 
practically, but it is put rather as bringing the matter to 
an absurdity, and I do not see that it does so. It seems 
to me all the legal requirements having been duly sat- 
isfied, the Times having established the right to what- 
ever copyright Mr. Brain has, Mr. Brain has a copyright 
which has passed to or vested in the Times. That being 
so, I think the plaintiffs are entitled to the injunction as 
asked.” 
The case appears to be almost one of novel impres- 
sion and seems to be analogous in principle as put by His 
Lordship to cases of piracy of translations. 





‘In Burnett v. Chetwood (2 Meriv. 441) Lord Chan- 
cellor Macclesfield granted an injunction against an Eng- 
lish translation of Thomas Burnett’s “Archaeologia 
Philosophica” upon the ground that it “contained strange 
notions intended by the author to be concealed from the 
vulgar in the Latin language, in which language it could 
not do much harm.” The decision, therefore, seems to 
have turned rather upon a question of general expedi- 
ency than one of strict law, although the Lord Chan- 
cellor remarked obiter that “a translation might not be 
the same with the reprinting the original on account that 
the translator has bestowed his care and pains upon it 
and so not within the prohibition of the act.” 

In Wyatt v. Barnard (3 Ves. and B. 77) it was shown 
that the defendant had pirated translations made by the 
plaintiff from foreign articles not protected by copyright 
in England. In granting the injunction, Lord Eldon 
held that “with respect to the translations if original, 
whether made by the plaintiff or given to him, they could 
not be distinguished from other works.” 

Wood vs. Enart (Law Rep. 10 Eq. 193) was governed 
by the provisions of the international copyright statute 
and hence does not, strictly speaking, apply. (cf Miller 
v. Taylor, 4 Burr, 2,303 s. c. 6 Petersd. Abr. 523; Prince 
Albert v. Strange 2 DeG. and Sm. 652.) An American 
decision treating of the subject was that of Emerson vs. 
Davies (3 Story 780) rendered in 1834, in which Mr. Jus- 
tice Story delivered the opinion, a portion of which was 
previously quoted. It should be observed, however, that 
the particular part cited supra was somewhat obiter. 

In Stowe v. Thomas (2 Am. Law Reg. 210 s. c. 2 
Wallace, Jr. 547) an injunction was applied for by the 
author of “Uncle Tom’s Cabin,” who had besides copy- 
righting the English original, caused the work to be 
translated into German, and had secured a copyright for 
the translation. Afterwards the defendant made a trans- 
lated into German. In his opinion denying Mrs. 
Stowe the right of protection sought, Judge Grier used 
the following language: “By the publication of her book 
the creation of the genius and imagination of the author 
have become as much public property as those of Homer 
or Cervantes. Uncle Tom and Topsy are as much pub- 
lict juris as Don Quixote and Sancho Panza. All her 
conceptions and inventions may be used and abused by 
imitators, playwrights and poetasters. They are no 
longer her own, those who have puchased her book 
may clothe them in English doggerel, in German or Chi- 
nese prose. Her absolute dominion and property in the 
creations of her genius and imagination have been vol- 
untarily relinquished, and all that now remains is the 
copyright of her book, the exclusive right to print, re- 
print and vend it, and those only can be called infringers 
of her right or pirates of her property who are guilty 
of printing, publishing, importing or vending without 
her license, ‘copies of her book.’ In topical but not 
very precise phraseology, a translation may be called 
a transcript or copy of her thoughts or conceptions, but 
in no correct sense can it be called a copy of her book.” 

The matter is one of considerable interest, and in- 
volves questions of law which are not unlikely to cause 
considerable discussion at an early date. 








TOPICS OF INTEREST. 





The Commissioner of Patents has amended the rules 
of practice by cancelling the last paragraph of rule 47, 
which reads as follows: 

“An oath taken before a notary public or magistrate 
will not be accepted unless a certificate of the official 
character of the person administering the oath, stating 
the date of appointment and term of office, is filed. To 
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obviate the necessity of a separate certificate in each 
application, a certificate may be furnished with the re- 


quest that it be filed in the patent office for general ref 
erence.” 





A deposit of money in a savings bank in the name of 
the depositor, and a donee, making it payable to the 
order of either or the survivor, and having the words 
“Joint owners” stamped on the pass book, is held, in 

en v. Milholland (Md.) 44 L. R. A. 208, insufficient 
‘to make a perfected gift, where the donor keeps posses- 
sion of the pass book and retains dominion over the 
funds, with the right to withdraw them at any time. 





A broker is held to be the procuring cause of a 
sale in Hoadley v. Savings Bank of Danbury (Conn. 
44 L. R. A. 321) when he called a person’s attention to 
the property and gave him information as to how to ob- 
tain admission thereto, although, without his knowledge, 
the owner subsequently took up the negotiation and com- 
pleted the sale. An extensive collection df the authori- 
ties on the question when a real estate broker may be 
considered the procuring clause of a sale is furnished in a 
note to this case. 





In Tallerman v. Dowsing Radiant Heat Company, 
Ltd., the Court of Chancery (England) on Aug. 1, 1899, 
held that the use in advertisement of the commenda- 
tions made of the system of a rival inventor, as though 
given to the defendant’s system, where no clear damage 
is shown, will not be restrained pending the trial of an ac- 
tion for an injunction. 

It was shown that plaintiff was the inventor of a 
mode of treating various diseases by means of superheat- 
ed air, and the patentee of an apparatus for carrying his 
mode of treatment into effect. The defendant company 
was subsequently formed for the purpose of applying a 
rival mode of treatment, and for the purpose of making 
their system known circulated three small pamphlets, in 
regard to each of which the plaintiffs made some com- 
plaint. These complaints were that the commendations 
and recommendations which were made of the plaintiff's 
inventions were stated as having been made of the defend- 
ant’s invention and treatment. The plaintiff sue for an 
injunction to restrain the defendants from printing, pub- 
lishing, issuing or crculating any pamphlet, notice, cir- 
cular or advertisement which contained any press notice, 
testimonal or other document, or any extraction there- 
from, originally written in favor of the plaintiff's hot-aiz 
treatment, or in which any use was made of the reputa- 
tion of the plaintiff Tallerman or his hot-air treatment, or 
which would lead to the belief that any press notice 
originally written in favor of the plaintiff's hot-air treat- 
ment was written in favor of the defendant’s treatment. 

_ The Court (Sterling, J.), in denying the motion for a 
aeow ung ! injunction, observed that: “In Singer Manu- 
acturing Co. v. Wilson, 2 Chan. Div. 434, a trademark 
case, Mellish, L. J., said: ‘Originally, I apprehend, the 
right to bring an action in respect of the improper use 
of a trademark arose out of the common law right to 
bring an action for a false representation which, of course, 
must be a false representation made fraudulently. It 
differed from an ordinary action for false representation 
in this respect, that an action for false representation is 
generally brought by the person to whom the false rep- 
resentation is made; but in the case of the improper 
use of a trademark, the common law courts noticed that 
the false representation which is made by putting another 
man’s trademark, or the trade name of another manufac- 
turer, on the goods, which the wrongdoer sells, is cal- 
culated to do an injury, not only to the person to whom 





the false or fraudulent representation is made, but to the 
manufacturere whose trademark is imitated, and, there- 
fore, the common law courts held that such a manufac- 
turer had a right of action for the improper use of his 
trademark.’ It was sought to extend that principle to 
the case now before the court, but was there any author- 
i for such an extension? In Batty v. Hill, 1 H. & 

.. 264, when the defendant falsely advertised his goods 
as having obtained a prize medal, Lord Hatherley, when 
Vice-Chancellor, declined to grant any relief by way of 
interlocutory injunction in respect of that false statement, 
although it was a fraudulent untruth, and not less cal- 
culated to cause damage to the plaintiff there than were 
the statements now complained to the plaintiffs in this 
case. There was no evidence here of any actual dam- 
age, and, regard being had to the nature of the state- 
ments complained of, I am not satisfied that any dam- 
age was likely to accrue.” 





A telegram received from a telegraph operator, pur- 
porting to be in reply to one which the recipient had 
previously deposited with the operator, with charges pre- 
paid and properly addressed, is held, in Western Twine 
Co. v. Wright (S. D.) 44 L. R. A. 438, to be admissible 
in evidence against the person by whom it purports to 
have been sent, without any proof that he actually exe- 
cuted or authorized the despatch, or that it was ever 
transmitted. A note to this case shows the other authori- 
ties on the admissibility of a telegram purporting to be 
in reply to another. 





A deposit made to secure an award under an ar- 
bitration agreement is held, in Union Ins. Co. v. Centra} 
Trust Co. (N. Y.) 44 L. R. A. 227, to be forfeited by 
revocation of the arbitration and subject to payment of 
the damages allowed by statute for such revocation, al- 
though the deposit was made by a third person, who com- 
mitted no breach of the agreement and had no control 
over the one who did so. 





In Gans v. McGowan, the New York Supreme 
Court, Appellate Division, 2d Department, on June 28, 
1899, rendered a decision, holding that an assignor of @ 
mortgage, though it was discharged by payment to him 
before the assignment, can be held in a deficiency judg- 
ment. That he guaranteed the payment of the mort- 
gage in the assignment did not remit the assignee to an 
action on the guaranty. He had both remedies. 

The action was to foreclose a mortgage made to de- 
fendant McGowan, who assigned it to the plaintiff. In 
the assignment there was a covenant that $750 was due 
on the mortgage, and a guaranty of the payment of that 
sum. The mortgagor made no defense, but McGowan, 
against whom a deficiency judgment was sought, testi- 
fied that the original consideration for the mortgage was 
$500, which he had lent to the mortgagor, and, further 
that prior to his assignment, this mortgage debt was paid 
to him. 

Cullen, J., in delivering the opinion, observed that 
“there is no defense here. An assignment itself, unless 
limited, would constitute an implied warranty by the as- 
signor that the bond and mortgage was a valid security. 
Beyond that this defendant expressly covenanted that a 
certain sum was due on the mortgage and guaranteed 
its payment. These covenants estopped the defendant 
from asserting the invalidity of the mortgage. Surely 
one who had indorsed a forged note would be liable om 
his indorsement. The defendant does not deny this prop- 
osition, but contends that he is liable on his guaranty 
only, since only a valid mortgage can be foreclosed. 
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It may be that had he failed in foreclosure, he would, 
necessarily, have been remitted to his action on the guar- 


anty. But the respondent's difficulty is simply this: The 


iff has succeeded in obtaining a judgment for the 

losure because the mortgagor and the owner of the 
equity of redemption, who only could set up the invalidity 
or payment of the mortgage, have made no defense. 
Should the plaintiff proceed in his foreclosure without 
seeking judgment against the respondent he would risk 
the hazard of losing altogether his claim against him 
through a possible refusal by the court to allow him to 
bring a new suit. 91 N. Y. 392; 63 id. 341. The plaintiff 
cannot be put to an election as to his remedy; he may 
take either.” 


In International Society v. International Society and 
another (N. Y. Supreme Court, Special Term, Part L., 
Aug. 15, 1899), which was an action for an injunction 
to restrain the use of a corporate name, it was shown 
that the plaintiff, a long established and well known cor. 
poration, organized under the name “International So- 
ciety,” had an office on Fifth avenue, New York city, 
where it carried on the business of dealing in books, 
hy and periodicals, and of publishing and binding 

ks. The defendants, Rideal and Martin, who are co- 
partners, had opened a rival establishment on Fifth ave- 
nue, directly opposite the plaintiff's place of business, 
taking as their trade names “International Society” and 
“The International Society of Literature and Bookbind- 
ers’ League.” 

In commenting upon the acts of defendants, McAdam, 
J., took the ground that necessarily injury to the plain- 
tiff and confusion and* inconvenience have followed 
therefrom. As to the name “International Society,” the 
act of the defendants constitutes a clear case of piracy, 
and their act in regard to the second name is not 
much better, for their second name does nothing less than 
describe the plaintiff by its name and business, combin- 
ing the two in the one title. Locating directly opposite 
the plaintiff, and engaging in a similar business, under a 
like name, show a preconceived design on the part of 
the defendants to mislead the public and to obtain, by 
reason of the similarity of names, business rightfully 
belonging to and intended for the plaintiff. The plain- 
tiff’s right to an injunction in such a case is too clear 
to admit of serious discussion. The law protects the 
right of a corporation to use its own name, and an 
injunction lies to restrain a simulation and use by in- 
dividuals, or even another corporation, subsequently cre- 
ated, which tends to cause confusion and enable such 
individuals or other corporation to obtain, by reason of 
the similarity of names, the business of the first corpora- 
tion. 








The English Courts seem to be taking a very sensible 
view as to the scope and meaning of injunction actions. 
In Llandudno Urban District Council vs. Woods the 
Chancery Division on August 2 considered the right of 
the owner of a piece of seashore to restrain the defendant 
from preaching or delivering addresses on its property. 
Cozens-Hardy, J., delivered the following opinion: 

“The plaintiff contends that as lessee of the seashore 
it is entitled to the possession of the foreshore, and that 
the public has no right at common law to enter upon 
the shore, when dry, except for the purpose of naviga- 
tion or fishing. I think I am bound by the decision of 
the majority of the judges in 5 B. & A. 268 (1821), to 
hold, in strict law, that this proposition is well founded. 
The public is not entitled to cross the shore even for 
bathing or amusement. The sands on the seashore are 
not to be regarded, as in the full sense of the word, a 








highway. A more extensive right may possibly have 
been gained by prescription or by custom either by in- 
dividuals or by the permanent or temporary inhabitants 
of Llandudno, but the existence of this more extensive 
right must be proved; it will not be presumed. The 
plaintiff has, therefore, prima facie, a right to treat every 
bather, every nursemaid with a perambulator, every boy 
riding a donkey, and every preacher on the shore at 
Liandudno as a tresspasser. There is no evidence of 
any usage or custom to aid the defendant. He seems, 
however, to think that his position as a clergyman of 
the Established Church, bound to preach the gospel both 
in season and out of season, gives him some special and 
peculiar rights. It is needless for me to say that this 
contention cannot for a moment be maintained. I must 
treat the defendant precisely as I should treat a Roman 
Catholic priest, a Methodist preacher, or a- Salvation 
Army Captain. This court has nothing to do with the 
truth or falsehood of the doctrines which the defendant 
has preached. I feel bound to say, however, that I con- 
sider this action wholly unnecessary, and one which 
ought not to have been brought. It is no part of the 
duty of the council, as lessee from the crown for an unex- 
pired term of two years, to prevent a harmless user of the 
shore. There are persons who derive satisfaction from 
listening to the addresses of the defendant, and the de- 
fendant satisfaction from delivering the address. I can- 
not see why they should be deprived of this innocent 
pleasure. Nobody is obliged to listen; no one is molest- 
ed. This action is an attempt to assert rights which the 
crown would never have thought of putting forward, and 
which are in no way necessary for the peace and good 
order of the town of Llandudno. Charges have been 
made against the defendant in the pleadings and the 
evidence for which there is no justification. I cannot 
refuse to make a declaration that the defendant is not 
entitled without the consent of the plaintiff to hold meet- 
ings or deliver addresses, lectures or sermons on any part 


of the foreshore, But I decline to go further. I decline 
to grant an injunction. That is a formidable legal weap- 
on which ought to be reserved for less trivial occasions, 
and I make no order as to costs. 








THE LAW’S DELAYS, 





3y Willis B. Dowd, of the New York City Bar. 


DELAYS THROUGH INFIRMITIES OF THE COURTS. 


One of the most conspicuous features of the admin- 
istrations of justice in courts of Law and Equity is the 
element of waste which attends all judicial proceedings. 
It is unmistakably true that the human race in the ag- 
gregate is very much inclined to keep on doing a thing 
because it is a custom, and all innovations meet with 
resistance because they involve a certain amount of dis- 
placement of old ideas and of painstaking in order to 
become accustomed to new ones. 

What is the first, most conspicuous defect in judicial 
procedure as commonly witnessed in America, and par- 
ticularly in the State of New York? The answer may 
be found in one word—delay. Consider the case of a 
merchant who sells s in the amount of one thousand 
dollars on a credit of thirty days. Let it be assumed that 
the debtor finds himself embarrassed at the date for 
payment and that it is to his interest to fight for time. 
Is there any reason in conscience why the merchant 
should be kept out of his money for six months or a 
vear after the expiration of the time of credit on which 
his goods were sold? Of course there is not. Yet it is 
quite possible for the defendant, by resorting to dilatory 
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pleas, or by answering to the merits and setting up an 
alleged claim for damages for breach of warranty of the 
goods sold or other like defense, to keep the suit in 
abeyance for months or years, according to the con- 
stituency of courts in the various states of the Union. 
Is there any sufficient reason why an action brought to 
recover damages for the killing of an infant or other 
person by a corporation should be kept in the courts 
for a term of one to four years? There is none. Every 
fair-minded person will concede that the event of any 
legal controversy should be reached at the earliest prac- 
tical moment, and that it would be to the advantage of 
litigants having just causes for complaint if all existing 
methods of delay could be abolished so that suits could 
be tried and determined immediately. It is too much to 
hope that any considerable curtailment of time now 
consumed in the trial of causes can be brought about at 
once or indeed in the near future, but there is not, as a 
matter of fact, any reason why some progress may not 
be made, if only the careful attention of legislators can 
be brought to bear upon the subject. 

It will be assumed that the jury system is a fixture 
among English speaking people. It is not likely that the 
prejudice which we have inherited for this bothersome 
method of determining questions of fact in civil cases 
will perceptibly diminish within the next hundred years. 
Conceding, therefore, that this mode of trial will remain, 
is there not, in any event, some means by which jurv 
trials may be expedited to the end that litigants may have 
more speedy determination of their suits? Would it not 
be practicable for the legislature, in any State, to pro- 
vide by statute for an elastic judiciary system whereby 
in time of great pressure of business the number of 
judges and of juries could be multiplied, or in times of 
little litigation they could be contracted to suit the 
situation? We are all familiar with the practice which 
permits judges to send certain classes of cases to referees 
for trial. Why is it not perfectly feasible to amend the 
law so as to provide that any judge of a court of record 
holding a term at which there may be more cases than 
he can hear personally, or with the assistance of one or 
more juries, shall be empowered to appoint subsidiary 
judges who shall be authorized to empanel juries and 
so dispose of causes that may be sent to them? It seems 
quite plain that such a law would be constitutional, as it 
would relate merely to procedure and would not impair 
or abridge any right which citizens now have.* 

That such an amendment of the law is necessary is 
made manifest by an examination of the state of affairs 
in the courts of the First Judicial Department in the 
State of New York. Wz» will take up these courts in their 
order, beginning with the lowest, and see what the pro- 
cedure is for facilitating the determination of causes in 
them. In the first place, then, the Municipal Court. Let 
us assume that a servant girl in the City of New York 
is knocked down by a cable car on Broadway without 
any fault on her part. We will imagine that she receives 
certain injuries for which she would be entitled to com- 
pensation in the sum of five hundred dollars. Now the 
law permits her to bring her suit in the Municipal Court, 
and it is quite feasible to obtain service on the defendant 
and have the cause ready for trial in the course of a 
month, provided the defendant wishes to have the case 
settled speedily on its merits. It is provided, however, by 
law, that at the time of the joinder of issue the defendant 
may remove such a cause, where the amount of damages 





*It will probably be answered to this that the number of jus- 
tices of the Supreme Court within the State of New York is fixed 
by the Constitution. That is true. (See §1, Art. VI.) But that does 
not prevent the enlarging of the powers of the justices so as to en- 
able them to appoint subsidiary judges or referees with authority 

empanel juries. 
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claimed is $250 or over, to the City Court of the City 
of New York, on giving a bond in the sum of one thous- 
and dollars. The cause then proceeds in the City Court 
as though it had been begun there. It could not, under or- 
dinary circumstances, be tried within eighteen months 
after going on the calendar of that Court. Here we find 
a law which was expressly enacted for the pur- 
pose of clogging up the courts and giving de- 
iendants unreasonable time within which to have 
their causes heard.* The element of delay is not 
in this instance the only or indeed the worst 
part of such legislation. In the case which we have as- 
sumed the plaintiff finds herself in a very much worse 
position after being sent to the City Court than that in 
which she would have been had she brought her action 
originally in that tribunal. She cannot amend her com- 
plaint as a matter of right after her cause is removed to 
the City Court, in order to ask for damages to the extent 
allowed by statute in its jurisdiction, to wit, two thousand 
dollars, but she must adhere, unless by permission (and it 
is not clear that this can be given)—to her claim for 
five hundred dollars, which is the limit of a possible re- 
covery by her in the Municipal Court. It is true that 
a complete answer to the argument that she thus be- 
comes a victim to the law is found in the fact 
that she has walked, by the assistance of her counsel, 
into a trap of which she should have been warned. It 
is equally true, however, that no such pitfall should exist 
in legal procedure. The law would be more honest and 
economical if it should provide in plain terms that no case 
for damages against a corporation for negligence where 
the demand for judgment amounted to two hundred and 
fifty dollars should be brought‘in the Municipal Court. 
We will next consider the procedure of the City 
Court of the City of New York. Here we have a court 
of limited jurisdiction which was designed for the ex- 
peditious trial of causes almost exclusively of that class 
which fall under the head of Law as distinguished from 
Equity, where the amount involved does not exceed the 
sum of two thousand dollars. The condition of the pres- 
ent cases in that court is such that it requires about two 
years after instituting an action before it can be brought 
to trial. We find in looking for causes of this delay that 
the trial parts of the court are entirely closed during the 
months of July, August and September in each year. 
There are six justices in this court, whose salaries are 
ten thousand dollars per annum. The labor imposed upon 
them in the discharge of their duties is considerable, but 
it is not onerous. That they do hear and dispose of a 
vast number of cases during the course of a year is un- 
mistakable, but it is also beyond question that they have 
not been able with their hours of labor and the terms 
of their sittings to keep pace with the growth of litiga- 
tion in that court. Several remedies suggest themselves, 
In the first place, the number of justices might be in- 
creased. Within the last quarter century the population 
of the City of New York, Borough of Manhattan, has 
increased from one million to almost two millions. This 
is the territory of that court. Since the consolidation of 
New York and Brooklyn, with various other towns into 
the present municipality of New York City, the juris- 
diction of this court is still confined to the Borough of 
Manhattan.§ Nevertheless its doors are open to non-res- 
idents of the city or State who have places of business in 
the Borough of Manhattan, and as the natural tendency 


of the consolidation act, as well as the growth of the 
orn 

*It must be admitted that the law is sometimes equally unjust 
to corporations and others defending this class of cases. Any suitor, 
however impecunious, may sue in the Courts of New York State— 
and, of course, many cases without merit are brought merely to 
induce compromises. 


*§1,345 Charter of Greater New York. 
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community, has been to increase the number of suitors 
who require the service of this court, we find that the 
number of causes on its calendar has yearly increased so 
greatly as to have doubled, within the last decade, the 
time within which a given cause can be heard. It is 
too manifest that the Legislature has been inattentive to 
its obligations to the people of the Borough of Man- 
hattan in this connection. Surely if six justices were 
necessary to hear and determine causes of one million 
people, twelve justices should be provided to hear and 
determine the causes of two millions of people, particu- 
larly as the number of causes of two millions is, perhaps, 
greater proportionately than those of one million. 
Another remedy might be the sitting of a certain 
number of the justices of the court during the summer. 
It is a well-known fact that the judges of the Court of 
General Sessions of the City of New York continue their 
work during the entire year. Of course there is more ne- 
cessity in a criminal court than in a civil court for con- 
tinuous sessions, but it is only a question of degree. There 
is no reason, in the abstract, why judges who are paid 
by the year should absent themselves from their courts 
three months at a time while hundreds and thousands 
of causes are pending before them undetermined. {t 
will be conceded that some rest is essential for any and 
every judge. It is not plain, however, that a justice of 
the City Court requires three months’ vacation, whereas 
a judge of the General Sessions needs only one. It is 
perfectly plain that if the average lawyer should leave 
his office on the first of July not to return until the first 
of October, neglecting meanwhile matters of importance 
that had been intrusted to him, he would fall under the 
severe condemnation of his clients. What more right 
have justices who are elected and paid to hear and de- 
termine the causes of the people, to turn their backs on 
the business so intrusted to them and to absent them- 
selves from their work for three months of every year? 
It must be remembered that the terms of this court 
and of the Supreme Court are appointed by the justices 
themselves.* There is no compulsion on the justices of 
the City Court to quit their work on the first of July. 
They do so merely because they have pre-determined it. 
Once a year they formulate and promulgate assignments 
of terms and justices for the ensuing year. They have 
been accustomed from the time when it was not neces- 
sary to sit in July, August and September to take three 
months’ vacation. They keep on doing so of their own 
free will and accord. It is not right that they should be 
compelled to double the amount of work that they were 
formerly obliged to do, but as between their convenience 
and the interests of the public there can be no choice. 
They cannot be oblivious to the fact that thousands 
of litigants are clamoring at their doors for attention to 
their complaints, and it is very difficult to see how these 
justices can excuse themselves by turning deaf ears to 
these petitions while they themselves go off for recrea- 
tion and amusemerit for the entire summer. Still another 
remedy for the over-congestion of this court might be 
an extension of the hours of labor of the justices, and 
their sitting on Saturdays. The court now opens at 
ten o’clock in the morning and ordinarily closes at four 
in the afternoon.§ It is customary to give a recess of 
about one hour for lunch, from one to two o’clock P. M. 
Hence it is that five hours a day constitutes the active 
work of each and every justice of that court. If the 
hours should be changed so that the court would open 
at nine-thirty A. M. and close at five P. M., and the 
lunch allowance should be cut down half an hour each 
‘ OT om an St ys requiring one Justice to attend at 


Chambers between 10 a. m. and S80 m. is does not, however, ap- 
ply to trial parts of the Court. C. Cc. P. 








day, that would be a clear gain of two hours on every 
working day of the year. There are four trial parts of 
this court. They sit simultaneously. It would thus be 
feasible to gain eight hours per day or forty hours in 
five working days, of the court as now conducted 
week, or one hundred and sixty hours a month. Allow- 
ing two hours to the trial of an ordinary case in that 
court, this would enable the present force of justices to 
dispose of seven hundred and twenty causes in nine 
months, more than they now try, and would be a great 
relief to litigants in that jurisdiction. This could be 
accomplished, too, without the necessity of the Saturday 
sessions which were above suggested. It would prob- 
ably be inconvenient and unpopular to attempt to hold 
jury trials in this court or in any other in New York 
City om Saturday. This would be so especially in the 
summer time on account of the Saturday half holiday. 
This court, however, has what is known as an Equity 
or Non-jury calendar, whereon are placed actions for 
foreclosure of mechanics’ liens and the like. There is 
no reason why these causes could not be heard on 
Saturday. Indeed it would be a saving to the court and 
attorneys if those cases could be heard on that day, as 
it would leave the other days of the week, which are 
generally consumed in the handling of juries, unob- 
structed by work which does not in any wise concern the 
panel 
The writer has thus attempted to show in what ways 
the delays in that court as it is now constituted could 
be diminshed or prevented without any great personal 
inconvenience to the present force of justices and clerks. 
We come now to notice the condition of affairs in 
the Supreme Court of the State of New York in the 
First Judicial Department. We find here such a stagna- 
tion of business as must strike dismay into the minds 
of clients and attorneys. There are upward of eight 
thousand causes on the calendar of this court. Under 
ordinary circumstances an action at Law cannot be 
reached and tried under two years in this Department. 
Hence if a poor man is run down by a beer wagon on 
3roadway and totally disabled to do any work he cannot 
get any redress from the brewery owning the wagon 
under two years. There is no need to say that such a 
state of affairs ought not to exist in a civilized commun- 
ity, and we will merely inquire why it is so. It must be 
stated as one of the undeniable facts in this connection 
that the justices of the Supreme Court in the First Judi- 
cial Department are the most leisurely set of gentlemen 
on the Bench in the State of New York. They sit from 
half-past ten to one, and from two to four, thus making 
four hours and a half each working day of the week ex- 
cept Saturday. This is the rule, but of course some of 
the justices do sometimes sit later than four o’clock in 
the afternoon. We will suppose that two causes per day 
can be heard at this rate by each justice sitting in that 
Department. There are seventeen justices resident in 
that Department whose labors extend through the trial 
terms. There are also sixteen other justices of the Su- 
preme Court, resident in other Judicial Departments, 
whose labors are partly utilized for the year 1899 at any 
rate, in the general work of the Supreme Court in the 
First Judicial Department other than the work of con- 
sidering appeals. There are by appointment eleven trial 
parts of the Supreme Court and eight special term parts 
per month for the consideration of civil business. Of 
these sixteen only have been open for the trial of causes. 
and of these thirteen run four weeks to the month and 
the others three weeks to the month, from October 1 to 
July 1. Allowing two causes to each of these trial parts 
per day, we have four thousand six hundred and eighty 
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cases heard and determined in the thirteen in full oper- 
ation and eight hundred and ten cases in the three in 
partial operation, a total of five thousand four hundred 
and ninety in nine months. As a matter of fact the aver- 
age number of cases disposed of by all these parts, to- 
gether with the four parts of the City-Court, during the 
six months beginning October 1, 1898, and ending July 
1, 1899, was 628 per month, a total of 5,652 in nine 
months, less than two cases per day for each judge sit- 
ting in New York. 

These figures are taken from the reports of cases in 
the New York Law Journal, but in order that there might 
be no misunderstanding about the matter inquiry at the 
office of the Calendar Clerk was made, which revealed 
the fact that the Supreme Court while about a year to 
a year and a half behind in its general business has been 
able approximately to dispose of its new business since 
the inauguration of the new regime, in 1896. There has 
been no progress, however, in disposing of the corigestion 
of business which existed at that time. If the past ac- 
cumulation of business in that court could be disposed 
of in any way it would then be feasible to have new 
causes determined within about a year after their com- 
mencement. It is a problem which is certainly worth the 
serious consideration of the Legislature and of the judges 
of the Supreme Court themselves. The interests of the 
public require that this congestion shall be removed.* 

We will notice one or two elements of waste in the 
administration of justice as now practiced in this Depart- 
ment. Once a week two of these parts of the Court 
are stopped by reason of the fact that the justices as- 
signed to them must call calendars; a work.which requires 
no judicial capacity and should be delegated to one or 
more clerks of the court. On the call of these calendars 
cases which are ready for *rial are sent forward to trial 
parts of the court as a matter of course. Cases which are 
not ready must be postponed for good excuse. It is not 
too much to say that the clerk in Part Two who has 
general supervision of the calendar would be quite com- 
petent to hear these excuses and to determine to what 
date causes should be adjourned. Certainly some ar- 
rangement ought to be made very speedily so as to leave 
these two parts of the court, one a Special Term and the 
other a Trial Term, free and unhampered on Fridays of 
each week during the sittings of the court from October 
to July. 

Another element of waste occurs before the Appellate 
Term of this court, which is held by three justices taken 
from the body of those gentlemen whose duties extend 
to the Trial and Special Terms. During at least two days 
of every month, except in vacation, these three justices 
are withdrawn from the trial parts of this court and are 
assigned to hear appeals from courts of inferior juris- 
diction in the First Department. The number of causes 
on their appeal calendar averages about one hundred 
a month. They are accustomed to hear oral argument 
during two days, and of course they must hear counsel 
in all these causes, unless the same are submitted, within 
that time. It is manifest that any argument made under 
such circumstances must be wasted, because it cannot be 
remembered. Hence it would be a great saving of time 
if those justices would require that all causes should be 
submitted on briefs. They do not now hear argument 





*Mr. J. Lewis Lyon, the efficient clerk of Part Two, who has 
charge of the calendars of the Supreme Court, furnished the fol- 
lowing figures: Cases disposed of in 1896, 2,554; cases aispdsed of in 
1897, 2,797; cases disposed of in 1898, 3,753; cases undisposed of in 
1896, about 7,200; cases on new calendar, October, 1898, about 7,200. 
These figures show that the congestion has not materially 
changed. Mr, Lyon is also authority for the statement that the 
average number of new cases per month is about 375, but from 
2% to 4 per cent. of these become dead matter on the calendars, 
as those cases are settled and are not included in the record of 
causes disposed of by the Courts. 











on motions, and why should not the rule apply to all 
causes coming before them? Such an arrangement 
would save two days of their valuable time in which, 
doubtless, they could dispose of most of the appeals be- 
fore them at any term of their court. They could then 
address themselves to the work of the Trial Terms, where 
their labors are so much needed on behalf of impatient 
suitors. Thus a brief outline has been made of some of 
the conspicuous infirmities of the courts on which hang 
some of the law’s delays. 


DELAYS AT THE HEARING OF CAUSES. 


The most conspicuous element of waste of time and 
delay at the hearing of any cause in a Court of Law is 
the procuring of juries. It is not too much to say that 
in an ordinary cause which requires two hours to be heard, 
at least half an hour of that time is consumed in the exam- 
ination of jurors toattest their qualifications to serve. This 
seems an utter absurdity, as all the qualifications of dis- 
interestedness could be ascertained just as easily before 
the time of trial as at it. The law should be so amended 
as to require the sheriff in drawing the panel to make 
each juror take and subscribe an oath to all the statutory 
perquisites for service on a jury. This would cover the 
general qualifications of jurors. Next, the law should be 
amended so as to require the clerk in each part of any 
court to submit to the jurors assigned to that part a 
complete list of the causes likely to be heard there during 
the period of the jurors’ service, and there ought to be 
exacted from each juror an oath that he is not acquainted 
with any party to such actions, that he has formed no 
opinion as to the merits of the cases, that he is not and 
has not been a client of any attorney of record in any 
case, and that he is fully prepared to render an impartial 
verdict as between the parties on the evidence and under 
the instructions of the court. Then it might be reserved 
to the attorneys, who, of course, should be supplied on 
that occasion with a list of the jurors of any term, to 
object to any juror for cause shown at the commence- 
ment of the trial, or to utilize the preremptory excep- 
tions to jurors which are allowed by law. Under such 
a system as this the time which is now wasted in the 
procuring of juries would necessarily be greatly dimin- 
shed and the result would be most gratifying to the 
courts and to suitors. 

Another element of waste in trials is the administer- 
ing of oaths. An examination of witnesses on their 
voir dire attests their qualification to give evidence. 
Oaths and affirmations are as superfluous as any append- 
ages to the trial of causes could possibly be. Perjury 
could be predicated just as completely on testimony false- 
ly given without an oath as on such testimony given 
after the administering of an oath or affirmation. The 
law might as well provide that a witness must walk out 
of the court room and back again before being sworn 
in order to convict him of perjury in any case. The prin- 
cipal element of perjury is willful perversion of the truth, 
and any court or jury could as well ascertain whether 
a witness had knowingly lied where there had been no 
oath administered as otherwise. The theory is, of course, 
that people are deterred from prevaricating by the sol- 
emnity of an oath. This is an antiquated and wholly ob- 
solete truth, if it ever existed. Witnesses are no more 
made honest by oaths than shaggy dogs are converted 
into lions by having their hair trimmed. We might as 
well try to make witnesses truthful by attaching court 
buttons to their clothes. If it is the element of danger 
which deters a witness from telling a falsehood, that 
would be as certain under a system which would dispense 
with the administering of oaths as it is under the pres- 
ent law, which, it must be confessed, is not fruitful of 
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hteous visitations upon persons who disregard their 
obliga tions on the witness stand. 

e of the most absurd, confusing, expensive and 
unjust elements in the administration of justice is so- 
called expert evidence. In almost every ordinary acci- 
dent case, one or more experts are hired to give their 
views to the court and jury on matters that are perfectly 
apparent without any such testimony. Take the case of a 
man who falls off a house by reason of defective scaffold- 
ing and breaks one or more of his ribs. He suffers much 
bodily pain, is taken homg and put to bed, loses his 
occupation for a certain number of weeks or months, in- 
curs expense for medicines and physician’s hire, and has 
more or less neurasthenia (without which it seems no- 
body can be hurt now-a-days) and we will concede he 
is entitled to some damages. Now at the trial they bring 
in an expert, who admits on cross examination that he has 
been promised one hundred and fifty dollars out of the 
recovery, if any, for his valuable services. He would 
have charged cash for the examination he has made in 
order to qualify himself to testify, the sum of twenty 
dollars being very good pay for half an hour’s work. The 
lawyer for the plaintiff thereupon proceeds to ask a dry 
and hypothetical question based on the evidence in the 
case, which being reduced to common parlance, means 
an inquiry whether the plaintiff in falling off the scaffold 
received the injuries which have been testified to and 
whether those injuries are such as would naturally follow 
the event and what, if any, time they are likely to con- 
tinue. Now we here see what a temptation there is for 
a learned expert to amplify the truth in order to earn 
his contingent fee. Here, too, we see how much testi- 
mony is likely to usurp the province of the jury who has 
to determine whether such results naturally follow from 
such a cause, and if so, what the proper damage should 
be for the injury received. Human experience, in other 
words, has demonstrated that experts testify in direct 
proportion to the fees which they receive; that it is a 
lottery which side of the case will have the most pleas- 
ing and persuasive experts, and that a verdict following 
such testimony is too often in consonance with the views 
of the opinions given and against the plain truth of the 
case, which the specialists are hired to swear away. There 
are certain cases undoubtedly where expert or opinion 
evidence must continue to be a necessity, as in the case 
of forgery, but there are many cases in which expert 
testimony is now permitted,in which it ought not to be al- 
lowed. 

A great deal of time is consumed by attorneys in ar- 
guing causes before juries. In ordinary cases there 
should be no argument of counsel. The attorneys should 
be required to present their requests to charge, at the 
conclusion of the testimony, and the whole matter should 
be placed before the jury by the judge, who is required 
by law to make a resume of the evidence for their bene- 
fit. It is manifestly much more difficult for the court to 
make an impartial impression after the counsel for the 
respective parties have been permitted each in turn to 
give to the jury highly partial and often unfair colorings 
of the facts. 

In short, the pruning knift is sadly needed in the pro- 
cedure and practice of our courts as they are now consti- 
tuted. If we could dispense with all the non-essentials 
we would find that the work of the profession could be 
done in perhaps one-half the time which it now requires. 
May we not reasonably hope that within the next hun- 
dred years or so we may come round to our senses suffi- 
ciently to warrant us in dropping many things which we 
are accustomed to do merely because they were done by 
our forbears? 
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OF DELAYS IN APPEALS. 


There is a great deal of waste in the making up of 
cases on appeal. For instance, under the Code of Civil 
Procedure in the State of New York on an appeal from 
an interlocutory judgment overruling a demurrer it is 
necessary to prepare a decision as well as a judgment for 
the judge to sign. This is the merest superfluity, as the 
law could easily provide that no decision should be re- 
quired, just as the law in-times past has been amended 
so as to dispense with findings of fact on the rendition 
of any such judgment. It might with equal reason be 
required by law that im order to decide an appeal from 
a judgment of this kind the record should show that there 
was a decision, an order and a judgment all bearing on 
the same subject and the combined effect of which would 
be to overrule the demurrer. Of course the effect of such 
a superfluous requirement in procedure is to delay the 
hearing of the appeal, to cause more labor in the prepara- 
tion of the papers for the Appellate Court and to make 
litigation more expensive. It is well enough to observe 
in passing that in another State no such cumbersome pro- 
cedure exists and that to that extent the practice of law 
is there more sensible than it is in the State of New 
York.* 

We will now consider some of the still more useless 
and vexatious matters in the making up of appeal books. 
Consider the absurdity of printing a summons in full for 
the Appellate Court. Of what earthly consequence is 
this formidable paper to such a tribunal? We are speak- 
ing, of course, of an ordinary case in which, at the best, 
the date of the service of the summons would be all that 


could possibly be required. Also what good are the 
pleadings in many cases unless the judgment has been on 
the pleadings or there is some point on the appeal by 


which it is proposed to test the sufficiency of the plead- 
ings or a variance between the evidence and the plead- 
ings? What good purpose could be served by having 
the record encumbered with them? Take the case of an 
appeal resting on exceptions to the admission of evidence 
solely; what an absurdity it is to print a great array of 
papers and documents in a case of this kind, whereas a 
concise and plain statement of the matter in controversy 
would be sufficient to bring the points for decision before 
the Appellate Court. It must be remembered that every 
page of printed matter costs one party or the other, on 
an average, seventy-five cents. Besides, as before inti- 
mated, the charges for preparing appeal papers must 
necessarily be greater where so much work is involved in 
the copying of documents for the printer and of super- 
intending the making up of the appeal book. 

These suggestions merely affect the labor involved 
in the preparation of appeals. We come now to consider 
questions of greater moment. In the first place, it is 
quite plain that any law which permits an appeal as a 
matter of right, is wrong. ‘A merchant in New York 
City may get a judgment against one of his debtors on a 
promissory note for $1,000, and the evidence may be so 
plain that there could be no possibility of doubt as to 


the correctness of the judgment. Nevertheless the de-. 


fendant, if so disposed, could by an appeal first to the 
Appellate Division and then to the Court of Appeals, 
delay the enforcement of this judgment two or three 
years. As the only penalty for the delay is the payment 
of interest and costs, and as the appellant would have 
the use of the money for the time consumed in the hear- 
ing and disposal of the appeal, it may fairly be stated 
that the penalty for the delay is merely the costs on ap- 
peal and attorney’s fees. In other words, the debtor who 
cannot borrow money on his promissory note may pro- 


*See Code of N. C., 948. 
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long his credit for two or three years with those per- 
sons who may have trusted him, merely by paying a 
reasonable sum for costs and counsel fees. The law 
ought to be so amended as to make all appeals in simple 
contract cases proceed on writs of error or else double 
or treble interest ought to be attached so as to discourage 
appeals in such cases. Certainly a great deal could be 
done by wholesome legislative enactment to curtail the 
apeals which, under the existing practice, are too numer- 
ous, and very often iniquitous. 


Again it may safely be alleged that there ought to be 
no oral argument on appeals except by an invitation of 
the Appellate Courts. There is no case, however import- 
ant, which cannot be stated better in writing or printing 
than by word of mouth. The maxim is as old as Lord 
Bacon “that writing maketh an exact man.” Hence we 
may safely assume that ninety-nine cases out of a hun- 
dred could be understood by the Appellate Courts much 
more quickly without oral argument than with it. If the 
law in any given case should be unsettled, or if counsel 
should be obscure or unproficient in the preparation of 
their briefs, it might be desirable for the Appellate Courts 
to hear them orally, but in the absence of such invitation 
there should be no oral argument on appeals. As fully 
one-half of the working hours of the Appellate judges 


~are devoted to the hearing of arguments or harangues by 
attorneys, it is quite manifest that appeals could be dis- 


posed of much more quickly if this practice should be 
abolished. It seems that this would be one of the great- 
est savings that could possibly be provided in the hear- 
ing of cases on appeal. 

The greatest reform in respect of appeals needed un- 
der the present system, is the further curtailment of the 
right to appeal. The system of two appeals which is now 
in vogue in the State of New York is at best a very ex- 
hausting and expensive one. It has been approved within 
the last few years under the new constitution by the 
abridgment of the right to appeal in many cases. For 
illustration, prior to 1896 it was feasible to have two ap- 
peals in all accident cases. It is now provided that where 
the intermediate Appellate Court unanimously affirms a 
judgment in an action of this sort there can be no ap- 
peal to the Court of Appeals. Of course the percentage 
of errors committed by the intermediate court has not 
perceptibly changed under the new system. In other 
words, were the old system in vogue at the present time 
undoubtedly some of the judgments now rendered by the 
Appellate Division would be overturned. However, that 
is not the main consideration. It may be stated as a 
general proposition that litigants and lawyers regard the 
outcome of any given case as largely a matter of con- 
jecture. The law is not an exact science, and the safest 
counsel is he who makes a large allowance for variations 
in the matter of opinions of judges and courts. Hence it 
is that any legislation that puts an end to litigation speed- 
ily, is good for the public and more particularly for suit- 
ors in the courts. It is quite apparent that the outcome 
of any given case is not necessarily any more correct after 
the second appeal than it was after the first. Could there 
be a third appeal there would undoubtedly be many re- 
versals of the second, and so on. The point is that some- 
where the case must be decided. It is decided, perhaps, 
to the satisfaction of one party on the first appeal; it 
may be decided to the contrary but to the satisfaction 
of the other party on the second appeal. Everybody 
understands that one or the other parties must lose first 
or last, and it would seem to be conducive to the interests 
of litigants if they could be permitted to lose once and 
for all. For illustration, we will take the case of Laidlaw 
against Sage, decided by the Court of Appeals of the 
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State of New York at the January Term, 1899. Here 
was a case of assault which was tried four times at the 
Circuit. The plaintiff finally recovered judgment for 
$40,000, which on appeal to the A e Division was 
affirmed. On appeal to the Court of Appeals that judg- 
ment was reversed and thereby Mr. Sage escaped a lia- 
bility which had been fastened on him after years of 
arduous labor and with the sanction of the juries, several 
trial judges and the justices of the intermediate Appellate 
Court who heard the case, who were jurists of great ex- 
perience learning and abiliy. It often happens, too, 
that a judgment carrying the weight of authority of Trial 
Term and Appellate Division is reversed by the Court 
of Appeals by a bare majority of its judges, four to three. 
This is unavoidable under the system in vogue and no 
criticism is made of it except that it instances the fineness 
of the chance which any man runs to prevail ultimately 
in the higher courts of the State of New York. It has 
happened so often within the last few years that cases 
have been decided in our court of last resort by a divided 
bench, one justice controlling the court, that it has be- 
come a matter of much discussion whether the practice 
of reporting the votes by which courts arrive at their 
judgments should not be supressed in the interest of 
public confidence.* It does not sound well in the ears 
of professional men who believe in the spotlessness of 
the judicial ermine to hear conjectures whether this or 
that judge has not been or is not likely to be influenced 
in his conclusions by matters which are, to refer to 
them politely, de hors the record. In these days of tre- 
mendous political pressure and powerful personal or cor- 
porate influence, it would, perhaps, be as well if no man 
could point to a decision in any appellate court and say, 


with assurance: “There is a man whose mind could be 


influenced by such a person or whose prejudices have led 
him in times past to make certain decisions which are 
likely to be repeated whenever the opportunity presents 
itself.” 

One of the principal reasons why the system of two 
appeals should be changed is because it is so unjustly 
expensive, as well as disappointing to those who have 
appeared up to the last moment to have good causes. 
Take for instance the case of a promissory note in the 
City Court. We will suppose that the plaintiff recovers 
judgment at the Trial Term and that on appeal to the 
General Term of that court the judgment is affirmed. Thus 
far the plaintiff feels compensated for his trouble in that 
two bills of cost, amounting perhaps to $200, have been 
awarded to him. On appeal to the Appellate Term of the 
Supreme Court it turns out that there was a fatal defect 
in the plaintiff's case and the judgment is reversed. The 
case goes back for trial and this time the plaintiff under 
compulsion of the appellate tribunal loses, and has to pay 
in consequence the costs of the first trial and the costs 
of the appeal to the General Term, the cost of the appeal 
to the Appellate Term and the costs of the new trial, 
amounting, we will suppose, in the aggregate to $400. 
Now assume that the original demand was $100, and a 
state of facts deplorable to behold is diclosed, attributable 
very largely to judicial error. In other words, the Trial 
Court and the General Term of the City Court, having 
decided in the plaintiff's favor, imposed on him costs in 
a large amount which he would not have had to pay had 
the courts correctly decided his case. It must be perfectly 
plain that there ought not to be any appeals to the Gen- 
eral Term of this court. Its jurisdiction, as has been 

*Following are a few of the many cases of the character de- 
cided by the Court of Apocele within Be last two years: People 
ex-rel Burby v. Howland, People ex-rel Lardner v. 
Carson, Id. 491; Stokes v. Stokes, Ta. sat: People ex-rel Rag v. 
aM of Canvassers, 156 Ps ++, 36; ey v. Parsons, Id. Jones 


N. Y. Central & - R R. Co., Id. 187; Van Ingen a Mail & 
Express Pub. Co., Id. 6. 
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previously indicated, is quite limited. Suitors may ap- 
peal from this General Term of the Appellate Term of 
the Supreme Court, as a matter of right, in all cases. Ap- 
peals that go to the General Term of this court ordinarily 
do reach the Appellate Term, However, it would be a 
great saving of time and expense if this intermediate 
appeal could be abolished. If a judgment of affirmance 
by this court meets the approval of the Appellate Term 
it will be affirmed, if it is erroneous it will be reversed. 
In either case it is of no consequence and is only a cir- 
cuitous way of finally getting at the decision of the case. 

In conclusion it seems that what the law needs in 
general is more simplicity and directness, with less of 
statutory and judicial confusion. It is a fable of old that 
the slowness of justice is attributable to its leaden feet. It 
is high time that these feet should have a trimming. 











4A COMPARATIVE SIUDY OF ROMAN AND ENG- 
LISH LAW, IN 71HE OLD WORLD 
AND THE NEW. 





By Hon. Hannis Taylor, Late Minister to Spain and 
Author of “The Origin and Growth of the Eng- 
lish Constitution.” 





(Being Portions of An Address Delivered on May 13, 
1899, Before the Louisiana Bar Association.) 


Setting aside all scholastic definitions jurisprudence 
may be divided for practical purposes into that kind of 
law, generally known as municipal, which regulates the 
internal affairs of States, and into that, generally known 
as international, which determines the relations of States 
to each other. Thus it appears that law in every form 
presupposes the existence of the State, either as the 
source in which it originates, or as the subject matter 
upon which it must operate. The study of jurisprudence 
should therefore begin with that branch of political sci- 
ence, now known as Comparative Politics, which unfolds 
by means of the historical method the processes through 
which the only two conceptions of the State with which 
we are familiar came into existence. Those two concep- 
tions are radically different from each other; and each in 
its turn has given birth to a great and distinct system of 
jurisprudence. * * * 

For the earliest illustration of the ancient conception 
of the State as the city-commonwealth we must go to the 
Hellenic world in which the science of politics was born. 
The dominant political idea we there encounter is embod- 
ied in the independent city which stands toward all other 
cities as a sovereign commonwealth whose internal affairs 
are regulated by its own domestic constitution. When 
the internal organization of such a city is examined, the 
fact is revealed that the city-commonwealth is a compos- 
ite whole, which has arisen out of the aggregation of vil- 
lage communities. In this system of cities, internally or- 
ganized after one general model, were contained the poli- 
tical conditions with which Aristotle, the acknowledged 
founder of political science, was brought into contact; and 
from the first book of his Politics we learn that the State 
differs from the household only as to the number of its 
members, a fact which will appear from an examination 
of its elements. Out of the very necessities of social ex- 
istence arise the relation of husband and wife, parent and 
child, master and servant, and thus the household is 
formed. Out of a union of households arises the village 
or tribe; out of a union of villages or tribes arises a com- 
munity of higher order—the State—which is the natural 
and necessary completion of the process of aggregation 
in which the family is the unit or starting point. Neither 
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the family nor the tribe is in itself sufficient for all the 
wants of social existence; it is only in a union of tribes— 
the State—that man finds the one form of life that will 
fully develop all of his capabilities. The conclusion thus 
attained is embodied in Aristotle’s famous maxim that 
“man is born to be a citizen.” The cityless man—the 
natural man of Hobbes and Rousseau—would have ap- 
peared to Aristotle as either more or less than man— 
as angel or monster. In the midst of the stirring intel- 
lectual life which the Greek city-commonwealths nurtured 
the creative power of human genius produced models for 
imitations in nearly all the higher ranges of beauty and of 


thought, with the conspicuous exception of jurisprud- 
ence. 


The growth of law began, no doubt, in Greece earlier 
than in Italy, and up to a certain point it may have devel- 
oped more brilliantly. And if Greece had succeeded in 
building up an extensive and powerful empire, the out- 
come might have been a great codification that would 
have rendered unnecessary the compilations of Justinian. 
But the fact is that no such thing happened. The Greeks 
left behind them no complete or imposing legal monu- 
ments. Of their conceptions of law and legal procedure 
we can only catch glimpses from the Homeric poems, 
from the fragments that remain of the Hellenic codes, 
from the details of law and practice found in the orations 
of Demosthenes and other Greek orators, from what 
Plato tells us in the Dialogues, the Republic, and the 
Laws, from the outlines of public law to be traced in the 
Politics of Aristotle, and from the fragments of a legal 
treatise by Theophrastus, referred to in the first book of 
the Digest of Justinian.* And yet, with the aid of all 
that can be drawn from these imperfect survivals, dis- 
tinguished by a lack of order, and by an inability to sever 
law from morality and religion, it is hard to negative the 
assertion that neither the Greeks themselves, nor any 
society thinking or speaking in their language, ever de- 
veloped the smallest capacity for producing anything like 
a philosophic system of jurisprudence. 

When we pass from the Greek to the Italian peninsula, 
we there find the idea of the independent city to be the 
leading political idea, and we also find the Italian city to 
be the resultant of the process of aggregation heretofore 
described, in which the village community or clan is the 
unit or starting point. The idea of the State as an inde- 
pendent city was never carried out, however, with the 
same completeness in Italy as in Greece, for the reason 
that the Italian cities, which were generally smaller than 
those of Greece, manifested a greater willingness to join 
together in confederations. In that way the history of 
ancient Italy is far more a history of confederations 
than of single cities. And yet it was upon the soil of 
Italy that a group of village communities grew into a 
single independent city that centralized within its walls 
the political power of the world. The way in which 
Rome accomplished that marvellous result was by depart- 
ing from the exclusive policy of the Greek cities, and by 
extending the right of Roman citizenship alike to her 
conquered enemies and to her faithful allies. The fran- 
chise of the Roman city was first extended to Italy, then 
to Gaul and Spain, and finally to the whole Roman 
world. In the end a right so widely bestowed became, 
of course, utterly worthless; but the theory upon which 
the right was conferred was never for a moment lost 
sight of. The freeman who received the franchise of the 
Roman city could only enjoy it within her own walls; it 
was only within the local limits of the ruling city that 
the supreme powers of the State could be exercised. So, 

*The latest contribution te, the pantost is La Science du Droit en 


Gréce. Platon, Aristotlé, phraste. Par Rodolphe Dareste, 
membre de |'Institut Conseiller a la Cour de‘Cassation, Paris, 1893. 
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whether we take for illustration the exclusive Greek city, 
or the great Latin city extending its franchise to all the 
world, the ancient conception of the State as the city- 
commonwealth stands forth clearly and distinctly defined. 
While the difference which thus divides the Greek from 
the Italian conception of the State is comparatively unim- 
portant, the difference in the products of the two kindred 
political systems, so far as jurisprudence is concerned, has 
been momentous. * * * 


It is all-important to remember that some time before 
the ripe fruit of Roman genius in the domain of juris- 
prudence had been gathered in the Eastern empire, the 
Teutonic conquerors had settled down permanently in all 
of the provinces of the West—the Franks and Burgund- 
ians in Gaul, the Visigoths in Spain, the Vandals in 
northern Africa, the Ostrogoths in Italy, and the Angles, 
Saxons and Jutes in what had been Roman Britain. 
‘Out of the settlements made by the Teutonic peoples 
upon the wreck of the Roman empire has gradually arisen 
the modern conception of the State as a nation, occupying 
.a definite area of territoy with fixed geographical bound- 
aries—the State as known to modern international law. 
In the new State, as in the old, the unit of organization 
common to both, the clan, coalesced with other units 
of its class in the formation of the tribe, which con- 
tained the same elements, no matter whether Greek 
Latin or Teutonic. But at that point the parallel ceases. 
In the Mediterranean peninsulas the resultant of a 
union of tribes was the city-commonwealth; in Teutonic 
lands the resultant of a union of tribes was not a city at 
all, but a nation. In ancient Greece and Italy the city 
became the heart, the centre of social and political life; 
while in countries inhabited by the Teutonic race the idea 
of the city never became dominant. The Teutonic city, 
if it was to be found at all, was simply the dwelling place 
of a part of the nation, who were in no wise privileged 
above those who dwelt beyond its bounds. And here 
the fact must be emphasized that the primary bond which 
united those who composed a Teutonic nation was a 
personal one—the national King was first among the 
people, the embodiment of the national being, but not the 
King of a particular area or region of territory. Alaric 
‘was King of the Goths wherever the Goths happened to 
‘be, whether upon the banks of the Tiber, the Tagus or 
the Danube. The general nature of the transition where- 


‘by this primitive notion of personal or tribal sovereignty 


was gradually superseded by that of territorial sovereign- 
ty has been described as a movement from personal to 
territorial organization. The most striking single result 
of that transition, which for the want of a better term has 
been called “the process of feudalization,” is that the 
elective chief of the nation, the primitive embodiment of 
the tribal sovereignty, is gradually transformed into the 
hereditary lord of a given area of land. The completion 
of the transition is marked by the accession of the Capet- 
ian dynasty in France. Hugh Capet not only assumed 
the dynastic title of King of the French, but he also styled 
himself King of France. Hugh and his descendants 
were Kings in the new territorial sense; they were Kings 
who stood to the land over which they ruled as the baron 
to his estate, the tenant to his freehold. The form thus 
assumed by the monarchy in France was reproduced in 
each subsequent dominion established or consolidated; 
and thus has arisen the state-system of modern Europe, 
in which the idea of territorial sovereignty is the basis of 
all international relations. The modern conception of 
the State as the nation, which stands out in such vivid 
contrast to the ancient conception of the State as the city- 
commonwealth, is therefore the outcome of the “process 
of feudalization” through which the Teutonic peoples 





passed after their settlement within the limits of the Ro- 
man empire. 

Not until the modern conception of the State as a na~ 
tion occupying a definite portion of the earth’s surface 
had been fully developed did it become possible for jurists 
to evolve the code of International Law which, as now 
understood, had no existence in the ancient world. It will 
be unnecessary for me to remind civilians that what we 
mean by the “Law of Nations” finds no counterpart in 
the Jus Gentium, as the Roman lawyers designated the 
general law, recognized and used by all nations as well as 
themselves, in contradistinction to the Jus Civile, the 
special law peculiar to Roman citizens. Whatever ap- 
proach was made by the Romans to the modern idea of 
international law was embodied in their Jus Fetiale,or law 
of heralds, as agents of communications between different 
States. Not until the fixed territorial entity known as the 
modern State had come into existence did it become pos- 
sible to formulate the first postulate of internatioal law, 
which assumes that all such entites are separate and dis- 
a communities, coequal and independent of each 
other. 

When the time came for Ayala and Grotius to lay the 
foundations of the new international system, the main 
difficulty was to settle upon a source from which the rules 
were to be drawn, that should determine the jural and 
moral relations of these sovereign, independent and co- 
equal States to each other. At that point the influence of 
Roman legal ideas asserted itself through the assump- 
tion by Grotius and his successors of the Roman theory 
that there is really such a thing as determinable law of 
nature. While the new school differed widely from the 
Roman jurisconsults, and from each other as to the mode 
of determination, the conclusion was reached that Natural 
Law is binding on States inter se, and that that law and 
the Jus Gentium are identical. As Maine has graphically 
expressed it, “Having adopted from the Antonine juris- 
consults the position that the Jus Gentium and the Jus 
Naturae were identical, Grotius, with his immediate pre- 
decessors and his immediate successors, attributed to the 
Law of Nature an authority which would never, perhaps, 
have been claimed for it if the ‘Law of Nations’ had 
not in that age been an ambiguous expression. They laid 
down unreservedly that Natural Law is the code of States, 
and thus put in operation a process which has continued 
almost down to our own day, the process of engrafting 
on the international system rules which are supposed to 
have been evolved from the unassisted contemplation of 
the conception of nature.” 

Having now indicated in a general way how it was 
that the new conception of territorial sovereignty became 
involved with Roman legal ideas in the founding of the 
existing system of international law, the attempt must be 
made to explain the process through which the Barbarian 
codes, brought by the Teutonic conquerors from their 
seats in the far North, gave birth to the new system of 
municipal law, which, jn its English form, has become 
the rival of Roman jurisprudence. A modern French 
psychologist has told us that “the life of a people, its 
institutions, beliefs and arts are but the visible expression 
of its invisible soul.” No conception of the primitive 
Teutonc constitution can be at all rounded and complete 
that does not embrace some insight into the “invisible 
soul” of the people as embodied in the national character 
that pervaded everything, impressed itself upon every- 
thing. With the very warp and woof of that national 
character the forces of Teutonic heathenism were subtly 
interlaced. “In the old Gothic religion were embodied 
principles and morals that in due course of time evolved 
the Republic of Iceland, the Magna Charta of England, 
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and the Declaration of Independence.”* Just as Roman 
Law, born of a political community in which the individ- 
ual was lost in the family as a corporation, is richest in 
family law, so the Teutonic codes, born of political com- 
munities in which the idea of individualism was far more 
perfectly developed, are the sources of the new conception 
of political liberty dominant in the world to-day. 

The existing system of representative government is a 
Teutonic invention of which the ancient world knew 
absolutely nothing. Armed with their Barbarian codes, 
in which their personal liberties were carefully guarded, 
and with a political system of self-governing commun- 
ities, in which the germs of the representative princi- 
ple were fully developed, successive hordes of Teu- 
tonic invaders overran, during the fifth century, four of 
the western provinces of the Roman empire—Britain, 
Gaul, Italy and Spain—and then settled down permanent- 
ly on the conquered soil. The three great streams of Teu- 
tonic invasion which spread in successive waves over the 
Latinized and Christianized continental provinces of the 
empire were unequal both in force and effect. In Gaul the 
Teuton made his: deepest impression, in Italy the least, 
while in Spain his influence occupies a middle place be- 
tween the two. But the general character of his influence 
was everywhere the same; it only varied in degree. The 
land was generally divided between the conquerors and 
conquered, according to certain fixed proportions. The 
Roman native was permitted to enjoy his own laws, while 
the conqueror retained for himself his own Barbaric code. 
In that way Teutonic life and law settled down by the 
side of Roman life and law, and a struggle for the mastery 
was the natural consequence. The general result may be 
condensed into the statement that the framework of the 
older society survived; it remained in the end Roman 
and Christian; it did not become heathen and Teutonic. 

Only in the domain of polity and military organiza- 
tion can the Teutonic element claim in the new combina- 
tion a position of dominant importance. The leading 
principles worked out in the constitutional histories of 
France and Spain are Teutonic, an assertion which may 
be applied in a modified form to the States of Northern 
and Southern Italy. But in the domain of private law 
the Corpus Juris came out triumphant. It was finally 
recognized as the main (though not exclusive) source of 
private law: first in Italy; then in South of France (pays 
de droit ecrit) it gradually became the established law for 
all classes, without distinction of birth or race; while in 
Northern France (pays de coutume) it was received as an 
auxiliary to the old customary law of the provinces made 
up of Germanic usages intermingled with Roman and 
other elements. In Spain it was received in much the 
same way as in Northern France; and from the close of 
the thirteenth century, although an alien system, it was 
received as the great fountain of legal principles, even in 
Germany, where the efforts of German jurists to extend it 
were encouraged by sovereigns who claimed to be chiefs 
of a Holy Roman empire, and as such successors of 
Augustus, Constantine and Justinian. Upon the conti- 
nent of Europe the new invention of representative gov- 
ernment which the Teuton brought with him was as un- 
successful as his private law. In every state that arose out 
of the settlements made by the Teutonic nations on Ro- 
man soil a serious attempt was at some time made in the 
direction of representative government. But the remark- 
able fact is that by the end of the sixteenth century every 
such attempt made in a continental state had ended in 
failure and disappointment. 

The Teutonic constitution as a system of government, 
Teutonic law as a system of jurisprudence were able to 
maintain a distinct and continuous exstence only in the 





English kingdom, where the methods of conquest and 
settlement were radically different from what they were 
upon the Continent. That changed condition of things 
resulted mainly from two causes. In the first place the 
very remoteness of Britain from the seat of empire so 
weakened the tie that bound it to the life of Rome that 
Latin civilization there took but a shallow root; it became 
but little more than an exotic. In the second place all 
the evidence tends to show that the Teutonic invaders 
came into Britain in disconnected bands, each under its 
own leader, who singled out some special district of 
country for conquest and’settlement. In that way, bit by 
bit, the land was won. The struggle, from its very nature, 
was a bitter one; invasion no longer signified forcible 
intrusion, as upon the Continent—it became the equiva- 
lent of extermination. The soundest scholarship upholds 
the conclusion that before the Teutonic invader settled 
down the Celt was either expelled or exterminated, and 
with him disappeared, within certain Imiits, whatever he 
had acquired of the civilization, language, religion, or law 
of Rome. Under these favorable circumstances the whole 
fabric of Teutonic life was replanted in its primitive pur- 
ity in a free and unincumbered soil. As Taine has ex- 
pressed it, “while the Germans of Gaul, Italy and Spain 
became Romans, the Saxons retained their language, 
their genius and manners, and created in Britain a Ger- 
many outside of Germany.” The conquerors who thus 
established a new nationality in Britain were of the pur- 
est Teutonic type, and all spoke dialects of the low Ger- 
man. From the earliest period in their insular history 
these settlers knew themselves as the “English kin,” and 
out of their union has arisen the English nation, which, 
through all the vicissitudes of internal growth and ex- 
ternal influences, has preserved both its national character 
and identity. In the course of its history it has received 
many infusions, it is true—for the most part, however, 
from other branches of the Teutonic stock. The Norman 
himself was originally a Teuton, “he was a Dane who had 
gone into Gaul to get covered with a French varnish, and 
who came into England to be washed clean again.” 

No nation can claim absolute purity-of blood; foreign 
elements are present in the veins of every people, but the 
national character is never lost so long as the paternal ele- 
ment is strong enough to absorb all other elements, and 
to impress upon the nation as a whole its own image and 
instincts. The foundations of the primitive Teutonic con- 
stitution, embedded in the life of the local self-governing 
communities, were so deeply laid in Britain that the sys- 
tem itself as a scheme of government and law has been 
able to survive all the mutations through which the 
nation has passed. When the Norman came he seized 
the central powers of the State, but the local Teutonic 
system remained unshaken by the assault. Upon that 
local system as a substructure, the Norman built up his 
administrative system as a superstructure, and out of the 
fusion between the two has grown the modern Constitu- 
tion. Just as the Romanance words which the Norman 
brought with him were woven into the woof and warp of 
the English tongue, so the Norman’s ideas of law and 
administration werewoven into the primitive Constituton. 
In the same sense in which the English language is Teu- 
tonic, the English Constitution is Teutonic. 

And yet no matter how pure the form in which the 
Teutonic political and legal systems may have been repro- 
duced in Britain, no matter how completely they may 
have preserved their identity, it would be folly to attempt 
to disguise the extent to which English law as a system 
of jurisprudence has been enriched from Roman sources. 
Not long after the revival of the study of Roman law 


*Andersen's Norse Mythology, p. 129. 
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in Western Europe, in the twelfth century, Vacarius, a 
student of Bologna, was brought from Italy and installed 
as its professor in the University of Oxford during the 
reign of Stephen. In the next reign we have the work 
of Glanvile on the procedure of Curia Regis, the first 
English law book bearing the name of a personal author, 
and the first performance, it is said, that has anything like 
the appearance of a treatise since the dissolution of the 
Roman empire. That was followed before the close of 
the reign of Henry III. by Bracton’s De Legibus et Con- 
suetudinibus Angliae, in which the author’s great familiar- 
ity with the imperial and pontifical jurisprudence, already 
introduced to some extent by the clerical judges, is mani- 
fest, not only from frequent quotations from the Digest, 
Institutes and Code of Justinian, but also from his use of 
definitions and maxims drawn from Roman sources. And 
that tendency thus to enrich the common law was em- 
phasized by Edward I., who was careful to secure the 
services of Francesco, son of the famous Accursi’of Bo- 
l before entering upon his great work of legislative 
reform. To Edward’s reign belong the treatises of Brit- 
on and Fleta, which in the same vein do little more than 
supplement Bracton’s work, and adapt its principles to 
practical uses. And at a later day, when Hale, Selden, 
Hardwicke, Holt and Mansfield began to illuminate Eng- 
lish law through studies based upon the Justinian compil- 
ations, they were not too proud to acknowledge their 
obligations to the illustrious teachers of an earlier age, 
from whose works they drew as from a common recepta- 
cle of legal philosophy. There can be no question that as 
a scheme of private law the Corpus Juris has exerted an 
immense influence in developing English legal ideas, first 
through the ecclesiastical courts administering the Canon 
law as drawn from Roman sources; second, through the 
courts of chancery, whose earlier judges were all eccle- 
siastics, and as such necessarily familiar with the canoni- 
cal system; third, through the application of principles, 
drawn either directly from the Roman code, or indirectly 
from the writings and judgments of foreign civilians, to 
the development of English commercial law in its various 
departments. True, it may be that the Canon law was 
only an exotic in England, and only of force so far as the 
King and Parliament saw fit to recognize and adopt it; 
and yet the fact remains that in that way it became one of 
the sources from which were drawn the rules regulating 
the law of marriage and divorce, separation, alimony and 
the like, as well as testamentary law, including the proof 
and execution of wills, and even the administration of 
properties as to which the owner died intestate. When, 
with the growth of English trade, personal property rose 
to a fresh importance, and the laws of commerce became 
more complicated, English judges found it more conven- 
ient to enrich their private law—which, up to that time, 
had been chiefly concerned with real property and its 
feudal incidents—by the adoption of civil law principles 
already recognized by other commercial nations than to 
evolve new ones from their own experience. 


The attempt has now been made to unfold in a brief 
and general way the origin and growth of the two great 
systems of jurisprudence, commonly known as Roman 
and English law, as they appeared in Western Europe 
upon the eve of the great event through which their influ- 
ence was to be extended to another hemisphere. The 
most important single result of the comparison so far 
made may be condensed into the following statement: 
The ancient conception of the State as the city-common- 
wealth, the shell in which Roman law was born, 
perished, and its place was taken by the new Teutonic 
conception of the State as the nation with fixed geograph- 
ical boundaries—the State as known to the modern inter. 





national law. The Roman legal fabric did not survive as 
a system of government; the public law of the Justinian 
compilations, including the criminal as well as the consti- 
tutional law, was never adopted by the States of modern 
Europe. Only as a system of private law, a system for 
the definition of the rights and duties of individuals with- 
in states, has the Roman code lived on as a vital and 
growing force in modern society. On the other hand, out 
of the primitive Teutonic polity have come the two great 
elements that have coalesced in the formation of the state 
system dominant in the world to-day. The new concep- 
tion of the State as a nation resting on territorial sover- 
eignty is a purely Teutonic conception; and so is the 
system of representative government which survived in 
ngland only among the Teutonic nations. 

After that system had been popularized by its Ameri- 
can experience, and since the beginning of the French 
revolution, nearly all the states of Continental per ad 
have organized national assemblies after the model of the 
English Parliament in a spirit of conscious imitation, 
Guided by the rule quoted at the outset as to the manner 
in which constitutions, forms of government, should be 
studied, classified and labeled, the student of Comparative 
Politics can not be in doubt when he is called upon to 
classify the modern State as a nation with a representa- 
tive parliament in possession of its higher ranges of power 
and with its local authority vested in local self-governing 
communities. No matter whether such a State be called 
England, New York, Alabama or Louisiana; there can 
be no doubt about the fact that its outer shell, that part 
of the fabric that falls within the domain of public law, is 
purely Teutonic. And that conclusion should neither be 
weakened nor strengthened by the fact that the code of 
private law regulating property or family rights of in- 
dividuals within the State is not of Teutonic origin. 

In the great State of Louisiana we have a typical illus- 
tration of the fact I desire to emphasize. When the 
mighty struggle came for the possession of North Amer- 
ica between the English colonial system, resting upon a 
Teutonic basis of local self-governing communities, and 
the French colonial system resting upon a Roman pro- 
consular basis, the result was a victory in favor of the 
former so decided that France was forced to give up her 
priceless possessions and to retire from North America. 
But behind her she left an imperishable monument in 
your Code of 1808, which continued in force all anterior 
laws, execept so far as they were contrary to or incon- 
sistent with itself. As one of your own jurists has ex- 
pressed it: “Louisiana has, with tenacious fidelity, clung 
to this Code, which traces its descent through the law of 
France directly back to that of ancient Rome.” To the 
student of Comparative Politics this State stands forth as 
an epitome of all that is best in the past, and as an index 
finger that points to the ultimate form which the state 
system of the Western Hemisphere may possibly assume. 


In obedience to the doctrine that the fittest shall sur- 
vive, the Teutonic conception of the State—with repsenta- 
tive institutions; and with public law, constitutional and 
criminal, drawn from Teutonic sources—has become 
dominant. In obedience to the same doctrine, I believe, 
common lawyer as I am, that the Roman system of pri- 
vate law will survive as a rule to regulate private and 
property relations within States, because it is more phil- 
osophical, more resourceful, more practical than any other 
with which we are acquainted. In your state system you 
have the two survivals working together in perfect har- 
mony, and in that respect Louisiana is simply a type of 
the great family of Republican States that have recently 
arisen in Central and South America, where Spain and 
Portugal have imbedded the private law of ancient Rome 
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in the soil, as the French have in Louisiana. Since the 
year 1800 over ten millions of square miles of territory in 
the three Americas, once belonging to Spain and Portu- 
gal, have passed to American republics. As I understand 
it, the outer shell of these Republican States is invariably 
formed on the American or Teutonic model, while the 
private law that dominates within the shell is, like your 
own, almost purely Roman. With that great object les- 
son before them, will not those of our American States 
whose private law is English manifest a tendency to ad- 
vance in your direction? The fact that the tendency is 
every day growing to withdraw from juries all compli- 
cated controversies as to property and commercial inter- 
ests, and to vest their determination in referees or boards 
of arbitration, is certainly significant. 

And now, in conclusion, I must present as my excuse 
for this long discourse the last paragraph of a very able 
address delivered by the Hon. Charles E. Fenner before 
the law department of the Tulane University on May 15, 
1886, entitled “The Genesis and Descent of the System 
of Civil Law, Prevailing im Louisiana.” At its close 
Judge Ferner said: “Louisiana stands as the connecting 
link between the civil law of Cozitinental Europe and the 
common law of England, bringing them into common re- 
lations with each other and blending their diverse merits. 
The science of comparative law is yet in its infancy.” 
Since then studies in Comparative Politics and Compara- 
tive Jurisprudence have moved on together, and my effort 
has been to draw from them some further light as to the 
solution of problems that are rich not only in philosophic, 
but in practical interest. 


RECENT DECISIONS. 


Full text of the latest decisions of Appellate and Supreme Courts upon com- 
mercial, corporation and financial matters and involving points of practice valu- 
able to commercial attorneys. 


DUTY OF CARRIER TO PASSENGER. AIS 
OBLIGATION TO WAIVE RIGHT OF WAY 
WHEN PASSENGERS SAFETY WOULD BE 
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Cecilia J. Zimmer, by Charles V. Zimmer, her guar- 
dian, Respondent, v. The Third Ave. R. R. Co. and the 
Metropolitan St. R. R. Co., Appellants, No. 1 (New York 
Supreme Court, Appellate Division, 2nd Dept., January 
Term, 1899). 
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The father of plaintiff may be asked whether he has brought sult against 
defendants for joss of plaintiff's services in order to show bias. 

Charles F. Brown [Henry A. Robinson and John T. Little, 
Jr., with him on the brief], for the appellant the Metropolitan 
Street Railway Company. 

Herbert R. Limburger [Henry L. Scheuerman with him on 
the brief], for the appellant the Third Avenue Railroad Com- 
pany. 

Ernest M. Welch, for the respondent. 

‘Cullen, J.: 

The action is for damages for personal injuries. The plain- 
tiff was a passenger on one of the Metropolitan Street Railway 
Company's cars. This defendant has a single track on Houston 
street, in the city of New York, on which it propels cars by 
horses. Houston street crosses the Bowery substantially at 
right angles. The latter is a broad thoroughfare. Along the 
Bowery are four tracks, two operated by the Third Avenue Rail- 
road Company and the other two by the Fourth Avenue Rail- 
road Company. The Third Avenue Railroad cars at the time of 
the accident were all operated by cable. As the horse car on 
which the plaintiff was riding was proceeding across the inter- 
section of the westerly track of the Third Avenue Railroad it 
was struck by one of the cars of the latter company with suf- 
ficient violence to throw it from the track. By this collision the 
plaintiff was thrown to the floor of the car and received the 
injuries for which she brings suit. 

We think the issue of negligence as to each of the defendants 
was for the jury, and that the motions to dismiss the complaint 
were properly denied. It may be that just before the collision 
the horse car was so near the point of intersection, as compared 
with the position of the cable car, that the horse car had the 
prior right to cross the intersection. But if this view of the 











situation be accepted, it would not necessarily relieve the 
Metropolitan Company from liability. The evidence tended to 
show that the cable car was moving toward the intersection 
at a rapid rate of speed, and that there was no appearance of 
any intention or disposition to check or stop that speed before 
the car reached the crossing. While it may be that the horse 
car had the superior right of way on account of its position, 
still the crossing Was necessarily a place of some danger; and 
if care on the part of the driver of the horse car would have 
informed him that the cable car was proceeding in violation of 
his priority, and that such conduct would put the passengers 
of the horse car in jeopardy, he was bound out of regard for 
the safety of his passengers to sacrifice his own right of way. 
From this point of view the evidence was sufficient to charge 
both defendants with negligence, and the verdict of the jury 
was warranted. 

The principal propositions of law in the charge of the trial 
court, of which the appellants complain and on account of 
which they seek to reverse the judgment below, were charged 
at the request of one appellant or the other. In the body of 
the charge of the learned judge who presided at the trial, and 
in the instructions to the jury given at the request of the plain- 
tiff, nothing is to be found which is subject to substantial criti- 
cism. But each of the defendants succeeded in getting the court 
to charge as to the negligence of its co-defendant. In only one 
respect had either defendant the right to ask instructions as 
to the negligence of the other. Each of the persons in control 
of a car had the right to assume that the other would not 
proceed over the crossing negligently and in violation of his 
rights; but beyond that neither defendant was entitled to in- 
structions on the subject of the negligence of his co-defendant. 
The defendants were tort feasors, and no right of contribution 
existed between them. Neither defendant, if negligent itself, 
would have legal complaint because the law was laid down too 
favorably to its co-defendant, or even if that co-defendant 
erroneously escaped liability. The court, therefore, might prop- 
erly have declined to charge many of the requests of the de- 
fendants regardless of whether these requests were correct in 
law or not. However, as to such requests as the court did 
charge, the source from which they proceeded was immaterial, 
and, if erroneous, the aggrieved party is entitled to reverse the 
judgment to the same extent as if the charge had not been 
made at the instance of the co-defendant. 


At the request of the Third Avenue Railroad Company the 
court charged: “That the defendant, the Metropolitan Street 
Railway Company, with respect to carrying plaintiff, was bound 
to exercise all the care and skill which human prudence and 


foresight can suggest to secure her safety at the crossing at 
Houston street, while the Third Avenue Railroad Company was 
bound to use only ordinary care in the management of its cable 
car there; and if the jury finds that the gripman of the cable 
car used ordinary and reasonable care under the circumstances; 
the Third Avenue Railroad Company cannot be held liable in 
this action.” To so much of this instruction as dealt with the 
measure of care which the Metropolitan Street Railway Com- 
pany was bound to exercise, that company excepted. The 
learned counsel for that defendant insists that this charge 
imposed upon it greater diligence than the law requires. We 
do not feel it requisite to follow the counsel in his extended 
argument, as we regard the question settled by authority. In 
Maverick v. Eighth Avenue R. R. Co. (36 N. Y. 378) the plaintiff 
was injured while on the platform of a street car by its col- 


lision with a truck. It was held that “passenger carriers bind 
themselves to carry safely those whom they take into their 
coaches, as far as human care and foresight will go, that is, to 
the utmost care and diligence of very cautious persons.” It is 
true that this rule of a most strict diligence has been held by 
the later decisions not to apply in the case of every service 
rendered by a carrier to its passengers. Thus as to furnishing 
platforms and the like, its duty is only that of reasonable care, 
But to situations that are obviously dangerous, or may become 
so by the failure to exercise the highest degree of vigilance, the 
rule still obtains. In Coddington v. The Brooklyn Crosstown 
R. R. Co. (102 N. Y. 66) a most eminent and distinguished judge 
charged the jury with reference to the duty imposed on the 
driver of a horse car approaching the crossing of a steam rail- 
road: “He was approaching what the law regarded as a dan- 
gerous place, and he was bound to use the highest degree of 
care and prudence; * * * this driver or this company is not 
relieved from liability unless they have satisfied the minds of 
the jury that this accident could not have been avoided by hu- 
man foresight—by the utmost human skill and foresight.” The 
charge was upheld by the Court of Appeals as a correct ex- 
position of the law applicable to the particular occurrence. In 
Stierle v. Union Railway Co. (156 N. Y. 70) the plaintiff was 
injured in a horse car while the car was being moved from one 
track to another over a switch. The Court of Appeals held 
that as to such an operation an instruction that the defendant 
was bound to exercise all the care and skill that human pru- 
dence and foresight could suggest, was erroneous, and that 
the measure of the company’s obligation was only that of 
reasonable care. It was thought by some that this decision was 
in conflict with the Maverick and Coddington cases, and had 
modified the law as laid down in those cases. But in an opinion 
delivered on a motion for a reargument in the Stierle case 
(156 N. Y. 685), Judge Gray pointed out that this view was 
erroneous, and that the strict rule of the earlier cases still 
“would be proper in a case where the accident resulted from a 
situation from which grave injury might be expected and 
which, therefore, imposed upon the carrier’s servants the duty 
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to exercise the utmost skill and foresight to avoid it.” The 
learned judge states that such was the situation in the Maverick 
case and the Coddington case, and the doctrine of those cases is 

In the case before us, that of crossing the road of 
cable cars, the danger from collision was not as great as in the 
case of a steam railroad (Coddington ease), but certainly 
greater than that likely to occur with trucks moving along the 
street (Maverick case). In all three cases the situations were 
dangerous, and though the danger in the several cases differed 
in degree, the same rule of diligence is applicable to all. 

The Metropolitan Company asked the court to charge: “If 
the gripman of the Third avenue cable car, when 75 feet north 
of the Avenue C tracks, then saw the horse car oe 
through Houston street, the track on which his south-boun 
car was moving, it was negligence on his part in not stopping 
his car in time to avert the accident.’”’ To this the court re- 
sponded: “I charge that with this qualification; if under all the 
circumstances of the case as they appear from the testimony he 
could have so done, then it was.” To this charge as modified 
the Third Avenue Company excepted. It is urged that the 
court here erred, and the criticism is made on the charge that 
the question was not whether the gripman could have stopped 
his car, but whether he should have stopped his car. We are 
of opinion that, taking this request in connection with the pre- 
vious charge of the court, and its action on the requests to 
charge made to it by the various parties, it did not import that 
it was negligence for the driver to fail to stop his car when 
seventy-five feet away from the intersection if at that time he 
Saw a car approaching on the Houston street track, for such 
instruction would be simply nonsense. If at the time the grip- 
man saw the horse car approaching, the horse car was many 
hundred feet away, of course there would be no propriety in 
stopping the cable car. The trial court had already refused to 
charge a substantially similar request, predicated on the cable 
car being thirty feet or more from the intersection. It could not 
have intended to lay down any more stringent rule when the car 
Was seventy-five feet from the crossing. The fair purport of the 
instruction as we construe it is that if the gripman should and 
could have stopped his car when seventy-five feet away, then it 
was negligent of him not to have done so. If there was any 
danger of the jury misunderstanding the court In this respect, 
it was the duty of the counsel for the defendants to have pointed 
out to the court the defect in the instruction. The fact is, how- 
ever, that the battle of the defendants on the trial of this cause 
Was not so much to gain a victory from the jury as to secure 
exceptions by which to escape the consequences of defeat. We 
are not criticising at all such a course. It was commendable 
from the point of view of the duty of the counsel to their 
clients; and if they have succeeded in obtaining good excep- 
tions, they should not be deprived of the benefit of them. Still, 
an appellate tribunal should not be astute to discover, by refine- 
ments and hypercriticism, errors in the charge of a trial court 
in disposing of forty-three several requests to charge, made by 
the defendants, when it appears that the charge as a whole 
was fair and just, and correctly expounded the law applicable 
to the case. 

The father of the plaintiff was a witness on her behalf. He 
testified that she had been well before the accident and con- 
fined to her bed since. On cross-examination he was asked if 
he had not brought a suit against the defendants for the loss of 
the plaintiff's services. This question was objected to and the ob- 
jection sustained. We think the trial court erred in excluding 
this evidence, and that it should have permitted the question 
to be answered. It is always competent to show the interest or 
bias of a witness. (Matter of Snelling, 136 N. Y. 515; Garnsey 
v. Rhodes, 138 id. 461.) But the error was harmless. (People 
v. Brooks, 131 id. 321.) The father technically had not an in- 
terest in the recovery in this action. 
action could not be put in evidence in any action the father 
might bring. It was doubtless competent to show bias on the 
part of the witness, though he had no technical interest in the 
recovery. But the witness did not pose as disinterested. He 
testified that he was the father of the plaintiff, and she a 
member of his family dependent on him for support. At the 
request of one of the defendants the court instructed the jury 
that the father had a right of action for the loss of the plain- 
tiff’s services, and that he, not the plaintiff, could recover for 
the expenses of her illness; so the jury were informed that if the 
father had not brought an action, still he might bring one. It 
seems to us that proof that the witness had brought suit would 
show no substantial increase in the bias under which he must 
nece ly and apparently have labored as father of the plain- 
tiff, and as entitled to maintain an action for the injury to her. 

The defendants called as a witness a physician who had 
attended the plaintiff during an illness previous to the acci- 
dent in suit. He testified that at the time of his attendance the 
plaintiff was suffering from peritonitis. He was asked if he 
could tell the cause of that peritonitis, to which he replied in 
the affirmative. He was then asked to state the cause. This 
he refused to answer. The plaintiff waived all question of 
privilege, and the defendants asked the court to instruct the 
witness that he must answer. The court declined to give such 
instruction, so thé question as to the cause of the peritonitis 
remained unanswered. To the ruling of the court the defend- 
ants excepted. The confidence between physician and patient, 
and the privilege which forbids a physician disclosing knowl- 
edge concerning his patient, acquired by virtue of his profes- 
sional relations, is the privilege and confidence of the patient, 
not that of the physician. Therefore, when the plaintiff waived 
her privilege, the court could properly have compelled the wit- 


The judgment in. this - 





ness to answer as to the cause of the plaintiff's disease. But 
there is nothing to show that the answer to the in 
would have been in any way material to the cause, nor 


the 
defendants’ counsel state what they expected would be the 
bearing of the testimony. It was claimed that the plaintiff was 
suffering from myelitis and locomotor ataxia, though cross- 
examination of the defendants’ counsel had developed the fac 
that one of the most common causes of such diseases is con- 
situtional syphilis. Any evidence to show that the plaintiff had 
had syphilis, or suffered from the inherited results of 
malady, would have been material, and also competent, if it 
could be obtained without violating the privilege which 
against the disclosure by a physician of the condition of his 
patient. This privilege the plaintiff had waived. But there is 
not a suggestion that syphilis was the cause of the peritonitis, 
or that it is a possible cause of that disease. Unless the cause 
of the peritonitis had some relation to or bearing — the 
malady from which it was alleged the plaintiff suffe at the 
time a the trial, an inquiry into that subject was wholly im- 
material. 

Complaint is also made of the permission given by the 
court on the trial of the plaintiff to amend her claim for dam- 
ages by increasing it from $10,000 to $50,000. This was a matter 
in the discretion of the court, and is not subject to review ex- 
cept in the case of manifest abuse. However, it is hardly 
worth while to discuss the question, as we think the verdict 
was excesssive, and that to retain the benefits of the trial the 
plaintiff must reduce her recovery to the sum of $10,000. 

The judgment and orders appealed from should be reversed 
and new trial granted, costs to abide the event, unless the 
plaintiff stipulates to reduce the recovery of damages to $10,000, 
with extra allowance proportionately, in which case the judg- 
ment as reduced should be affirmed, without costs of this 
appeal to either party. 

Judgment and orders reversed and new trial granted, costs 
to abide the event, unless within twenty days plaintiff stipu- 
lates to reduce recovery of damages to $10,000, and extra allow- 
ance proportionately, in which case the judgment as reduced 
is unanimously affirmed, without costs of this appeal to either 
party. 
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Charles V. Zimmer, Respondent, vs. The Third Ave- 
nue Railroad Co. and The Metropolitan Street Railway 
Company, Appellants, No. 2 (Supreme Court of New 
York, Appellate Division, 2d Department, January Term, 
1899. 

899 ys on cross-examination may ate apo d be asked what compensa- 
tion he is to receive for his services in giving testimony. 

Charles F. Brown [Henry A. Robinson and John T. Little, 


Jr., with him on the brief], for the appellant, the Metropolitan 
Street Railway Company. 


Herbert R. Limburger [Henry L, Scheuerman with him on 
the brief], for the appellant, the Third Avenue Railroad Com- 
pany. 

irnest M. Welch, for the. respondent. 
Cullen, J.: 


This is a father’s action for the loss of the services of his 
daughter, who was injured in a collision between the cars of the 
defendants. The details of the occurrence are narrated in the 
case of Cecilia J. Zimmer against these defendants, decided 
herewith. The recovery awarded by the jury in this case is 
very large, but whether so large as to justify our interfer- 
ence we need not say, as in our opinion an error was 
committed on the trial which requires a reversal of the judg- 
ment. Medical witnesses for the plaintiff testified that the 
daughter, as a result of her injuries, was suffering from 
myelitis and locomotor ataxia. The expert for the defendants 
testified that the only trouble with the daughter was hysteria. 
On cross-examination the defendants sought to inquire of one 
of the experts of the plaintiff what compensation he was to 
receive for his services in giving testimony. The plaintiff ob- - 
jected, the objection was sustained and the defendants ex- 
cepted. We think this ruling was erroneous. It is not neces- 
sary to descant on the discrepancies in the evidence of expert 
witnesses, depending upon the side for or against which they are 
called, nor shall we deliver a homily on such testimony. But 
with the imperfections that are conceded to exist in expert testi- 
mony, we think that the plainest dictates of justice require that 
the opposing party should have every opportunity to inquire 
into the fairness and interest of the expert, as well as into his: 
scientific skill and knowledge. Plainly the size of the fee a 
witness is to receive for his testimony may, in the case of a 
weak character, bias his judgment, and the parties and the jury 
are entitled to know just what compensation an expert witness 
has received or is to receive. The error here is substantial, and 
may have been prejudicial. Itis not like that which we dis- 
cussed in the daughter’s case. There the witness was con- 
cededly biased. Here the witness assumes to be disinterested, 
save that he was called and employed by one of the parties, If 
in fact his interest was greater, either because he had received 
an exorbitant fee or because the fee that he was to receive, 


‘ whether exorbitant or not, was contingent on the result of the 


litigation, the parties and the jury had a right to know it. 
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The judgment and orders appealed from should be reversed 
and a new trial granted, costs to abide the event. 
All concurred. 


Judgment and orders reversed and new trial granted, costs 
to abide the event. 








AFPROPRIA7TION OF FUND BY BANK— PAY. 
MEN? OF CHECK B&FORE SUSPENSION 
OF DRAWER. 


National Union Bank vs. Earle (U. S.-Circuit Court, 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, decided April 3, 1899). 


Where a Philadelphia bank, being indebted to a New York bank for 
made, remitted by its cashier's check on another New York 
bank, with which it had a sufficient deposit, which check was duly present- 
ed and paid through the clearing house, the transaction constituted a com- 
appropriation of the fund to the creditor bank, and its ownership is 
not affected by its restoring the money to the bank paying the check on the 
game day, on the demand of the latter, made on learning of the suspension 
of the drawer, which return was vet under such circumstances by the 
rules of the clearing house, of which both banks were members, but only 
for the purpose of protecting the paying bank, in case the payment should 
prove to have been unauthorized; nor will the fact that such bank, without 
right, paid the money to the receiver of the insolvent bank, prevent its 
recovery from the receiver by the payee of the check. 
On demurrer to bill. 
Stern & Rushmore and A. H. Wintersteen, for complainant. 
Asa W. Waters and W. H. Addicks, for respondent, 


Dallas, Circuit Judge.—This is a general demurrer to a 
bill which prays a decree for $21,145.43. The facts properly plead- 
ed, and therefore admitted, are well summarized in the com- 
plainant’s brief as follows: 


“The Chestnut Street National Bank, a Philadelphia institu- 
tion, was a collecting agent for the complainant, the National 
Union Bank, of the city of New York. The arrangement be- 
tween the parties required that the Chestnut Street National 
Bank should remit to the National Union Bank on Wednesday 
of each week for the balance as shown by its books to be due to 
the latter at the close of business on the preceding day, and 
this custom was invariably followed. On Dec. 22, 1897, the 
Chestnut Street National Bank held, as such collecting agent, 
the proceeds of collections made by it for the National Union 
Bank in the amount of $21,103.43. The Chestnut Street National 
Bank, having at that time funds on deposit with the National 
Bank of the Republic, in the city of New York, more than suffi- 
cient to satisfy its liability to the complainant, as aforesaid, 
‘and desiring to apply said funds and appropriate the same to 
the satisfaction of said liability, drew its cashier’s check for 
that purpose on the National Bank of the Republic against 
said funds, in the amount of $21,103.43, and forwarded the same 
to the National Union Bank, and immediately upon forwarding 
debited itself and credited the National Bank of the Republic, 
and credited itself and debited the National Union Bank with 
the amount of said draft.’ The said cashier’s check was re- 
ceived by the complainant early on the morning of the 23d day 
of December, 1897, and was presented by it at 10 o’clock on that 
morning to the National Bank of the Republic, at the clearing 
house in the city of New York, of which both the said National 
Bank of the Republic and the said National Union Bank were 
members, ‘and the said check was duly paid by the said Na- 
tional Bank of the Republic through said clearing house at 
that time.’ It appears that on that day (Dec. 23, 1897) the Con- 
troller of the Currency required the Chestnut Street National 
Bank to close its doors and suspend business because of its in- 
solvency. This fact, however, was not known either to the 
eomplainant or to the National Bank of the Republic at the 
time the cashier’s check in question was received by the 
former and presented to the latter. Shortly before 11 o’clock on 
that day the National Bank of the Republic, having received 
unofficial information that the Chestnut Street National Bank 
had suspended business, returned the said cashier’s check to 
the National Union Bank, indorsed ‘Bank suspended,’ and re- 
quested the repayment thereof, whereupon the National Union 
Bank (acting, however, solely in pursuance of a custom pre- 
vailing among the clearing-house banks in New York in cases 
of such reclamation, ‘to pay the amount reclaimed at once, and 
to adjust the merits of the claim afterwards’), repaid to the Na- 
tional Bank of the Republic the amount of the check. There- 
after the complainant demanded from the National Bank of 
the Republic the return of the money so restored to that bank, 
which refused, however, to repay the same, or any part thereof, 
and thereafter remitted the said funds to the respondent, who 
had been appointed the receiver of the Chestnut Street Na- 
tional Bank. Thereupon the claimant duly demanded the re- 
turn of said money from the respondent, but without avail.” 


That the delivery of a check will not, of itself, operate as 
an assignment, must, for this court at least, be regarded as set- 
tled. But where the delivery of the check was accompanied by, 
or has been connected with, circumstances from which it may 
be reasonably inferred that an appropriation of the fund, to the 
extent of the amount of the check, was intended, or, if such an 
appropriation has been actually effected, it is equally well set- 
tled that the transaction, as a whole, constitutes an equitable 
assignment pro tanto. From “the conduct of the parties, the na- 
ture of their dealings, and the attendant circumstances” in this 
case, I think that, under the authorities, a purpose by the Chest- 
nut Street Bank to appropriate the fund in question must be im- 
plied, and also that, when “the said check was duly paid,” that 
purpose became fully executed and the appropriation was con- 








summated. Bank v. Yardley, 165 U. S. 644, 17 Sup. Ct. 439; Clark 
v. Iron Co., 39 U. 8. App. 754, 26 C. C. A. 423, and 81 Fed. 310. 

The Bank of the Republic paid the check by an adjustment 
of balances effected in accordance with the rules of the Clear- 
ing House, of which it and the Union Bank were members: 
but in legal contemplation the transaction was the same as if 
the payment had been specifically made. The Union Bank re- 
ceived a fund which was absolutely its own. It returned this 
fund to the National Bank of the Republic, upon reclamation 
made by the latter, in pursuance of the contractual obligation, 
which the Union Bank had assumed, to comply with the re- 
quirement of the Clearing House that such reclamations should 
be honored. The Chestnut Street Bank, not being a member 
of that organization, could hot have invoked this requirement, 
and in point of fact had nothing whatever to do with the re- 
turn of the money. The situation and motives of the two New 
York banks are obvious. The Bank of the Republic had, with- 
out knowledge or notice of the insolvency of the drawer, paid 
a check of a National bank. At a later hour it learned of the 
failure of that bank. It then apprehended that some question 
might arise respecting the legality of the payment which it had 
made, and, in consequence, it exercised its right to demand 
that the money should be restored to its keeping “at once, and 
to adjust the merits of the claim afterwards.” This demand 
was, of necessity, complied with; but by this compliance the 
Union Bank did not disclaim or affect its title to the fund. The 
Bank of the Republic clearly did not acquire, and did not claim 
to have, any beneficial interest in it. It took it as trustee for 
the actual owner, and held it to await a proper determination of 
any doubt which might have been supposed to exist respecting 
its ownership. There never was any such determination, yet 
the Bank of the Republic transferred the money to the receiver 
of the Chestnut Street National Bank, who was not entitled to 
it, and, apparently, in total disregard of the rights of the Union 
Bank, whose money it really was. If it were still in the cus- 
tody of the Bank of the Republic, its duty to pay it over to the 
Union Bank would, I think, be unquestionable; and, in my opin- 
ion, a court of equity, avoiding unnecessary circuity, should now 
require the defendant, into whose possession the fund has been 
traced, to execute the trust which adheres to its possession by 
relinquishing that fund to the plaintiff. ° 

The demurrer is overruled, and the defendant is assigned 
to answer sec, reg. 








FRAUDULENT CONVE YANCES—PRESUMPTION 
IN CASES OF RELATIONSHIP. 


Robert H. Pruyn vs. J. T. Young, et al. (Supreme 
Court of Louisiana, decided Feb. 6, 1899.) 


who claims under a sale made to him by his father, who was in 
insolvent circumstances, if the sale be attacked for simulation, must show 
that the sale was a real bona fide transaction. 


James F. Pierson and R. W. Knickerbocker for plaintiff- 


appellant. Thomas J. Kernan and L. D. Beale for defendant- 
respondent. 
BREAUX, J. Plaintiff sued out a writ of injunction to re- 


strain defendant from executing a judgment obtained by him 
against Robert L. Pruyn, plaintiff’s father, on the 12th day of 
February, 1897. He averred in his petition for an injunction 
that he is owner of the property seized, by purchase from R. 


L. Pruyn on the 20th day of January, 1897. Defendant in 
injunction answered, and alleged that plaintiff’s title is simu- 
lated, and prayed that it be declared and decreed a fraudulent 
simulation, and his claims to ownership rejected. As alleged, 
the property was bought by notarial act for the price of $3,000, 
of which plaintiff, the act declares, paid $1,636 in cash, and for 


the balance gave his two promissory notes, each for $682, and 6 
per cent, interest from date, payable at one and two years. 
Plaintiff bears witness to a cash payment, consisting of two 
notes secured by mortgage, which he (plaintiff) had accepted 
as his share of the succession of his mother, and $1,000 by a 
check for the amount, and swears that the first of the two 
$682 notes was paid by him at its maturity, and that he is 
making arrangements to pay the other, for a similar amount, at 
its maturity. Plaintiff admits that he did not take formal 
corporeal possession of the property. We are informed that 
the succession of plaintiff's mother consisted of her community 
interest in three tracts of land and of some personal property, 
and that, for the purpose of settling the community, the three 
pieces of land were sold Jan. 20, 1897, and that the most valu- 
able was sold to I. E. Craig and G. A. Craig for $3,780, in con- 
formity with an agreement made about a year prior. An- 
other tract of 32 acres was sold to M. G. Pruyn for $636, by the 
same vendor, and the third tract was sold to Stevens for 
$1,000. Plaintiff avers that these deeds were introduced by 
plaintiff for the purpose cnly of showing plaintiff's interest in 
his mother’s estate, and that the three sales amounted to 
$5,416. One-eighth was plaintiff's share as an heir—$677—of 
which $686 was represented by the Craig notes for $318 each, 


_ taken as cash in payment of the purchase price of property 


claimed by plaintiff in this suit. As to the remaining $1,000 
of the price, plaintiff claims he has shown by witnesses of 
high character that he was in a position to make the in- 
vestment and pay the price. A number of witnesses were 
heard upon this question. The testimony of the plaintiff alone 
was heard in support of his contention that he paid the 
price as alleged, and that the sale was, as it purports to 
be, a real sale. Defendant sought to meet and rebut this tes- 
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Treated consecutively, section by section, beginning at the preamble and concluding with the amendmen 
structions at variance with those advanced by the author have been 


and the opinions of the judges bearing upon the decisions are often 
The editor in his preface says: ‘‘My purpose has been at all 


rather than to attempt to correct any supposed blemishes of style or occasional obscurities of expression, preferring to re 
than incur the danger, by change, of imparting to any passage a meaning different from that which was intended.’ 


ts, and wherever con- 


ven to any clause by authors or judges, the views of such authors 
ven at length. 


es to preserve the original just as it was + og apoE the ene, 
such rather 
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timony by introducing evidence to show that plaintiff's capi- 
tal was limited, and his business not considerable. Recurring 
to the judgment obtained by defendart Barrow against Robert 
L. Pruyn, it appears of record that the petition for the judg- 
ment was filed on the 9th day of June, 1894. It was assigned 
to be tried on the 22d day of January, 1897. Judgment was 
rendered and signed in the month following. The defendant 
reconvened, claiming damages. The foregoing, relating to the 
facts, is ample enough to enable us to apply the law, and decide 
the case. The jury found for plaintiff, and rejected defendant's 
demand. Defendant prosecutes this appeal. 

An act, authentic in form, beyond the fact that it was 
passed, does not operate as proof against third persons. It 
may be attacked, and, if the averments of simulation are 
sustained, it may be decreed void for simulation. Under the 
general rules of evidence, the burden of proof lies on the per- 
son who attacks the act to support his cause by sufficient evi- 
dence; but in this case the general rule does not apply. The 
onus of proof lies on the vendee, and not on the creditor, who 
avers that the sale attacked was passed to his prejudice. The 
burden of procf was shifted, for the reason that the sale under 
which plaintiff claims was made to him by his father. The 
prospective heir’s purchase from the one from whom he expects 
to inherit, if the latter is insolvent, gives rise to a presump- 
tion which creditors can invoke. The burden of proof was also 
shifted, for the reason that the vendor remained in possession 
after the sale had been made, and was in possession when the 
seizure of the property was effected, as well as when the case 
was tried in the district court. It is well settled, where the 
vendor continues in the corporeal possession of the thing sold, 
the presumptions are that the sale is simulated, and the burden 
of establishing the reality of the sale rests on the vendee.* This 
ground is not seriously controverted, as we take it, but the 
position is, on behalf of plaintiff, that the question is one purely 
of simulation vel non, and that the evidence sustains the real- 
ity of the sale. 

As relates to possession of the vendor after the sale, extreme 
views have been taken. Chancellor Kent supposed (erroneously, 
it was said) that the English law was unsettled upon the sub- 
ject, but not, he wrote, in the federal courts of this country, 
in which a sale without possession is treated as a fraud. “It 
Was even decided that the bona fides of the transaction, and 
the fact that possession remained with the vendor for justi- 
fiable purposes, would not suffice to render the sale valid.” 
This view of the want of possession in the vendee is more 
extreme than needful to sustain the conclusion at which we 
have arrived. We only cite this book in support of the 
proposition that possession in the vendee gives rise to a strong 
presumption against the reality of the act. 2 Kent, Comm. 

. 697. 
- We have already said that the burden of proof was on the 
plaintiff. After a careful reading of the testimony, we reinter- 
ate that, not only the burden of proof was shifted to plain- 





tiff, but that independent and distinct circumstances raise a 
strong presumption, rebuttable, it is true, still only rebut- 
table by direct, clear, and sufficient testimony. In this case 
we find, after plaintiff had proven his credit and ability to 
pay the cash which he alleged was paid for the property, that 
he rested; content to rest his cause upon his own testimony 
regarding the reality of the sale. The vendor did not testify, 
and no reason was given for not calling him_as a witness. 
The Supreme Court had, at the date of the trial in this case, 
found that such proof as that wanting here was of weight 
in an issue such as is here presented. It had been found that 
the vendee had utterly failed to sustain the burden of proof 
that rested upon her. Said the court, despite the grave charges 
brought against her and her vendor, neither has favored the 
court with any proof of their bona fides, or of the pay- 
ment of the price of sale, or of the reality of the transac- 
tion. “Why should both defendants fail to appear and testify 
to the verity of the sale and the payment of the price if 
they could truthfully swear to those simple facts, and thereby 
put an end to litigation, involving, not only their means, but, 
to some extent, their reputations? These questions admit of 
no answer acceptable to reason except that, if they had testi- 
fied at all, their statements would not have sustained their 
defense.” King v. Atkins, 33 La. Ann. 1,057. The rule was 
aplied in other cases presenting a similar issue regarding the 
burden of proof (Day v. Railway Co., 35 La. Ann. 694), and is 
referred to by 7 Thomp. Neg. p. 514, § 6. In the case before us 
for decision it is true that the vendee swore to the verity of 
the sale, and that in this respect there is a slight difference 
from the first-quoted case. The rule none the less specially ap- 
plies here for the reason that the burden of proof was on plain- 
tiff. The testimony of plaintiff alone in his own behalf did 
not have the effect for which he contends. The testimony of 
the vendor was needful to sustain the asserted verity of the 
sale, or to give some explanation for its absence. The issue 
presented of simulation vel non is an independent one, and to 
refute the charge when the burden has shifted it becomes im- 
portant to support the denial. with direct and sufficient tes- 
timony. If it becomes manifest that there is other evidence 
upon that direct issue, the question naturally arises, as in 
the case of Cochrane vy. Gibert, 41 La. Ann. 736, 6 South. 733, 
why should both defendants fail to appear and testify? The 
question here is, why should the vendor fail to testify? He 
has sold all the other property in which he had an interest on 
the day that he sold his home place to his son, the plaintiff, and 
this, we think, made it the more necessary to testify re- 
garding the seriousness and reality of the transaction which 
enabled him to retain his house in his declining years. We 
would not have it inferred that, in our view, a sale made at 
the time and under the circumstances the sale here was 
made must be deemed simulated. But we do think its reality 


must be made evident by the testimony of those who must 
Standing 


have had an immediate knowledge of the facts. 
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alone, the testimony of plaintiff in his own behalf is scarcely 
enough to rebut the presumptions arising from the possession 
and relationship of plaintiff, and it is clearly insufficient, when 
uncorroborated by the testimony of witnesses who were par- 
ties, who must have known the important particulars 
leading to and including the different sales to which 
plaintiff's vendee was a party on the day before stated. As 
relates to damages, we think, under the circumstances, that 
the amount should be less than usually assessed in similar 
cases. It is, for reasons assigned, ordered, adjudged, and 
decreed that the injunction sued out in this case be dissolved, 
and plaintiff's demand rejected, and it is ordered and decreed 
that defendant Eugene Barrow, tutor, recover damages in 
reconvention in the sum of $75; costs of both courts to be 
paid by plaintiff. 








BANKS—GUAKRANTY—OVERDRAFTS—NOTICE —APPLICATION 
OF DEPOSITS. 


One who advises a bank that he would be responsible 
for overdrafts of another to a stated amount, is liable for 
such an amount, and such a guaranty is not a limited 
but a continuing guaranty. In such case, notice to the 
guarantor is sufficient if made by the bank within a 
reasonable time after such dealings are closed with such 
third person and of such overdrafts. Such guarantor 
being advised of the overdrafts, executed a note and 
signed his name and that of such third person for the 
amount of such overdrafts. Subsequently such third 
person deposited money with the bank and later with- 
drew it, leaving the amount of the overdrafts unpaid. 
The court held that the bank was not bound to apply the 
money so deposited on the note. Bank of Alexandria v. 
Turney (Tenn), 52 S. W. 762. 





NOTES—PAYABLE ON OR BEFORE—PARTIAL PAYMENTS— 
INTERDST. 


Where a note is made payable on or before a speci- 
fied time, giving the makers privileges of paying on 
or before such time, and before the maturity of the note 
partial payments are made, the interest which runs from 
date, should be computed up to the time of such pay- 
ment, and after deducting the interest from the payment 
the balance should be credited upon the principal. Ja- 
cobs v. Ballinger, 130 Ind. 231. 





BANK S—CHECKS—FORGER Y—PAYEE. 

A check which was stolen from a payee and his name 
forged and the check negotiated and deposited in a bank 
by a depositor thereof, and which is collected by the bank 





THE BANKS LAW PUBLISHING COMPANY, 2s Murray Street, New York. 











and the proceeds paid to the depositor, an action may be 
brought by the payee against the bank for conversion 
and a recovery had from such bank for the amount col- 
lected on the check and paid to such depositor—Salo- 
mon v. The State Bank (N. Y.), 28 Misc., 324. 





CHATTEL MORTGAGES-SALE OF PROPERTY—LIEN. 

Mortgaged personal property which is sold by the 
mortgagee with the mortgagor’s consent is discharged 
from the mortgage lien, unless it is agreed that the money 
derived from such sale shall be applied in payment of the 
debt secured, as that the mortgage lien shall attach to 
the property exchanged. Fairweather v. Nelson (Minn.), 
79 N. W. 506. 





NATIONAL BANKS—USURY. 

Under Sec. 5198 of the United States statutes one who 
pays to a national bank usurious interest, can recover 
twice the amount of the whole of the interest paid, and 
t limited to only the excess of the lawful rate. Watt 
v. First National Bank of Lake Benton, Minn. (Minn), 
79 N. W. 509. 


NOTE—PAYMENT AFTER DEATH—VALIDITY. 


is n 





note made payable sixty days after death is valid. 
v. Shelby (C. C.), 95 Fed., 212. 


NOTES.—PAYMENT. 


Cride r 


Payment after maturity of a note to one who has 
previously indorsed it to another, though such indorse- 
ment was made after the note became due, will not pro- 
tect the payor from liability to the indorsee. Adair v. 
Lenox, 15 Ore. 489. 

CHECKS—TENDER OF PAYMENT. 


When the holder of a check demands payment in 
proper time of a bank upon which it is drawn, and the 
bank offers to pay, the holder must accept payment, 
otherwise the drawer is released from liability. Simpson 
v. Pac. Mut. Life Ins. Co., 44 Cal. 139. 

BANKS—OFFICERS-POWERS OF PRESIDENT. 

If the Board of Directors of a bank have not or- 
dered otherwise, a president of a bank has the power to 
employ counsel and manage the litigation of the bank. 
Natl. Bank v. Berry, 53 Kan. 696. 
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American Practice Reports. 
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of ‘the —— or points of adjective law printed 
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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF CREDIT MEN. 
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President—Chas. F. Warren, Washington. 
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The Medico-Legal Society. 


Clark Bell, Esq.,the secretary of the so- 
ciety, and editor of the Medico-Legal 
Journal, has received from Prof. P. 
Brouardel, President of the Medico-Legalk 
section of the Paris International Medi- 
cal Congress of 1900, a letter of which 
the following is a translation: 


International Congress of Medicine of 

1900, Paris, April 3, 1899: 

Monsieur and Honored Confrere—The 
International Congress of Medicine, 
which will meet in Paris in the month of 
August, 1900, includes a medico-legal sec- 
tion. 

We thought that you would be willing 
to accept the misson of forming a local 
committee in the United States, which 
should undertake to organize the partici- 
pation of the medico-legal jurists of your 
country in the labors of the medico-legal 
section of the congress. 


Enclosed we have the honor to trans- 
mit you the questions that the French 
committee contemplates to consider study 
specially, and which will constitute the 
subject of reports made by scientists, 
those for France having been already 
designated. 

We would feel highly pleased to have 
the same questions treated simultaneous- 
ly and in a parallel way by foreign in- 
vestigators, and we hereby beg you to 
kindly notify us of the names of the 
persons in your country who would be 
willing to present reports on any one of 
the said questions. Such reports should 
be forwarded to us within the period of 
one year at the least, 

The board of the French committee is 
composed as follows: 

President—Prof. Brouardel, dean of the 
Faculty of Medicine of Paris. 

Secretary-General—Dr, Motet, 161 Rue 
de Charonne, Paris. ~* 

Assistant Secretary—Dr. Thoinot, 8 Rue 
de l’Odeon, Paris. 














THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








Those gentlemen are entirely at your 
disposal to answer any query for infor- 
yong that you may do them the honor 

Please receive, sir, the assurances of 
our high regards. 

For the French Committee of the Sec- 
tion of Legal Medicine. 

P. Brouardel, President. 
To Dr. Clark Bell, 39 Broadway, New 
York, U. S. A.: 


CONGRES INTERNATIONAL DE MED- 
ECINE, PARIS, 1900. SECTION DE 
MEDECINE LEGAL 
Questions Devant Faire L’object de Rap- 
ports. 


1. Docimasie pulmonaire. Rapporteurs 
2 francais, MM. Descoust et Bordas. 


2. Action des nouveules poudres sans 
fumee sur les vetements et sur la peau. 
Rapporteurs, MM. Thoinot et Veille. 

3. Putrefaction oculaire av point de vue 
de la determination de la date de la mort, 
Rapporteur, M. Descoust. 

4. La combustion criminelle des ca- 
davres. Rapporteur, M. Ogier. 

5. De la mort accidentelle par electri- 
cite. Rapporteurs, MM, @’Arsonval et 
Bordas. 

6. Les Lesions valvalaires consecutives 
a des traumatismes des parois  thora- 
ciques. Rapporteurs, MM. Castiaux et 
Laugier. 

7. Les expertises rendues necessaires 
par les accidents pouvant resulter de 
l’usage habituel d’ ailments ou de bois- 
sons dont la conservation a ete assuree 
par des agents chimiques (borax, acid 
salicylique, formol, ete.). Rapporteurs, 
a les Professeurs Brouardel et Pou- 
chet. 

8. Des delits resultant de la pratique du 
Mmagnetisme par des personnes non di- 
plomees. Rapporteurs, MM, Gilles de la 
Tourette et Rocher. 

D’autres questions pourront etre trai- 
tees par les membres du Congres qui 
sont invites a faire connaitre a l’avance 
le titre de leurs communications au sec- 
retaire general. 

Members of the Medico-Legal Society, 
who will consent to prepare contributions 
upon the subjects named, or upon any 
other subject, to be completed and for- 
warded within one year from April 1, 
1899, will please send their names and the 
titles of their communications to the edi- 
tor of the Medico-Legal Journal. 

All students of forensic medicine, 
whether members of the Medico-Legal 
Society or not, are embraced within this 
invitation. The committee, when formed 
under the request of the officers of the 
section, will be announced in the Journal 
and in the public press. 


IOWA. 


The Woodbury County Bar Association 
has been rejuvenated through the efforts 
of several members. At a meeting re- 
cently in the office of Mayor Quick there 
were present President J. H. Swan, Sec- 
retary J. H. Quick, Treasurer L. M. Kean 
and the living members of the Executive 
Committee, T. P. Murphy and J. 
Weaver. The resident officers and com- 
mitteemen of the association are re- 
tained, and the vacancies caused by 
death and removal from the city were 
filled. 

D. C. Shull was appointed first vice- 
president, in place of A. L. Hudson; A. 
C. Strong is appointed on the Executive 
Committee, in place of 8. M. Marsh, de- 
ceased; William Milehrist and D. H. 6ul- 
livan are put on the Committee on Mem- 
bership in place of L. S. Pawcett and A. 
D. Tollefson; W. G. Sears is placed on 
the Committee on Law Amendment, in 
place of W. &. Clark; R. J. Chase is put 
on the Judicial Committee, in the place 
of D. A. Holmes, and F. E. Gill is given 
8. F. Lynn’s place on the Committee on 
Grievances. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


A meeting of the Bar Associaton of 
Meridian was held on Sept, 2, 1899, at 
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which there was a generous attendance 
of members of said association. 


The following resolution was intro- 
duced and unanimously adopted: 


“Whereas, The announced candidacy 
of members of the State Bar for the of- 
fice of Judge of the Supreme Court to 
succeed Hon. Thomas H. Woods has 
made it proper that the friends and sup- 
porters of Judge Woods should give ex- 
pression to their desire that he shall be 
reappointed to the office; therefore be it 
resolved by the Meridian Bar Associa- 
tion: 

“First—We recognize fully the eminent 
fitness of Judge Woods for the position 
he now holds, which fitness has been 
amply proven by his record as a Supreme 
Judge in which high office he has dis- 
played abilty, learning and research that 
have placed him high in the rank of the 
judiciary of the Union. We refer with 
pride to Judge Woods’ decisions, and our 
claim that he has filled the duties of his 
place with eminent abilty and with great 
satisfaction to the Bar and people of the 
State will not, we believe, be contro- 
verted. 

“Resolved, second—That we hereby ex- 
press our conviction that Judge Woods 
not only personally deserves reappoint- 
ment, but that it would be greatly to the 
interest of the State and people that he 
be retained as Judge, and we earnestly 
and respectfully urge his reappointment. 

“Resolved, third—That a committee 
composed of John W. Fewell, S. B. Watts 
and C. C. Dunn be and is hereby appoint- 
ed to lay these resolutions at the proper 
time before the Governor and to corre- 
spond with members of the Bar through- 
out the State in the interest of the re- 
appointment of Judge Woods, such com- 
mittee to have full power to act in the 
premises and to represent this association 
in behalf of Judge Woods} and whose 
duty it shall be to do all that can prop- 
erly be done to secure Judge Woods’ re- 
appointment. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
“GEORGE B. NEVILLE, Secretary.” 


A meeting of the Tioga County Bar As- 
sociation was held in the association 
rooms recently. Officers were elected as 
follows: President, S. F. Channel; vice- 
president, Judge Mitchell; secretary, 
Robert K. Young; treasurer, Walter 
Sherwood. The president appointed the 
following library committee: Judge 
Mitchell, Major Merrick and H. F. Marsh. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


The fourteenth annual session of the 
West Virginia Bar Association, which 
will be held in Martinsburg in October or 
December, may be addressed by Presi- 
dent McKinley. The West Virginia Bar, 
the organ of the association, is urging 
President Wesley W. Mollohan, of 
Charleston, to invite the President and 
Secretaries Root and Wilson, of his Cab- 
inet, to be present. The other officers of 
the association are: Vice-President, R. L. 
McEldowney, of Witzel; treasurer, W. N. 
Miller, of Parkersburg; secretary, T. M. 
Gavin, of Wheeling. Last year the as- 
sociation met at Charleston, and was ad- 
dressed by Judge Henry Stockbridge, of 
Baltimore. 


WISCONSIN. 


A meeting of the Douglas County Bar 
Association was held at the Superior 
Court rooms on the morning of Sept. 5, 
and considerable discussion was indulged 
in over the proposed change in the con- 
stitution and by-laws. Some of those 


present thought that a change was 
necessary, while others were of the 
opinion that some of the proposed 


changes would prove objectionable at 
some time or other. After discussion, a 
motion to appoint a committee to draft 
a new constitution and by-laws was lost, 
17 to 15, and a motion to adjourn sine die 
carried. 
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which are accepted by the Courts in place of two or 
more individual bondsmen. 

THIS IS THE ONLY COMPANY CONFINING ITS BUSI- 
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REQUIRED BY THE COURTS. 
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the United States Bankruptcy Law. 
JOEL B. ERHARDT, President. 


Telephone Call 2248 Ceurtlandt. 


THE BAR AT LARGE. 


PERSONAL AND PARTNERSHIP NOTES 








NEW ENGLAND STATES. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Bridgeport.—Fred W. Tracy, of the 
firm of Gould & Tracy, has been appoint- 
ed second clerk of the Superior Court of 
Fairfield County. 

Danbury.—By the admission of J. Moss 
Ives as a partner the firm of Brewster & 
Davis will hereafter be known as Brew- 
ster, Davis & Ives. 

Hartford.—Judge John A. Toohey has 
been admitted to practice in the United 
States Court. 

New Haven.—A. Oswald Pallman has 
opened an office in the Poli building. 

aven.—William F. Alcorn has 
ecun adameee to practice in the United 
States Court. 

Rockville—Thomas F. Noone has 
opened an office in room No. 3, Exchange 
block. 

Stafford Springs.—Leonard J. Collins 
has opened an office here. 

rbury.—U. G. Church has moved 
nis cae ts hom 29, Odd Fellows build- 


ing. 
” MAINE. 


Biddeford.—A new firm has been 
formed in this city under the name of 
Cleaves, Waterhouse & Emery, and com- 
menced business Sept. 1. The members 
are Judge B. F. Cleaves, Recorder G. L. 
Emery and Homer T. Waterhouse. They 
will occupy the offices in Exchange 
Block where Judge Cleaves has been. 

Gardiner.—John W. Foster has opened 
an office here in the Savings Institution 
Building. 

Presque Isle—By mutual consent the 
firm of White & Smith has been dis- 
’ solved. Each will continue in their p~>- 
fession, Mr. White remaining in the vid 
office, while Mr. Smith will occupy an 
office in the Odd Fellows’ Building, over 
R. J. Smith & Co.'s store. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Amesbury.—Amesbury has a new firm. 
A. W. Reddy has taken his brother, P-. 
J. Reddy, into partnership. 

Baldwinville.—G. F. Abbott has rented 
an office in Waite & Brooks’ Block and 
will be here two or three days each week. 

Boston.—Governor Wolcott has nomi- 
nated William Caleb Loring to be asso- 





ciate justice of the Supreme Court of 
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Massachusetts to fill the vacancy caused 
by appointment of Judge Holmes to 
be justice. The Governor also ap- 
the Hon. James H,. Flint to be 
of the Probate Court in Norfolk 
County, vice White, deceased. 

Brockton.—Charles A, Gilday and Jo- 
seph Mottau have dissolved partnership. 
Mr. Gilday will remain at the office used 
by the firm in Howard Block, and Mr. 
Mottau will have an office at room 7, 
Home Bank Block. 

Jamaica Plain.—Mr. C. E. Colligan, for- 
merly practicing in Watertown, has 
Opened a law office with A. Spaulding 
Weld, 703 Centre street. 

Taunton.—James S. Green has opened 
an office in the Taylor Building. 


Weymouth.—John E. Benton, formerly 
of Boston, has located here. 

Worcester.—George B. Douglas, who 
has had an office with Mayor Rufus B. 
Dodge, Jr., and William J. Taft on the 
sixth floor of the State Mutual Building, 
and John W. Mawbey, who has been in 
the office of Morgan & Stewart, have 
rented an office together on the sixth 


floor. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Portsmouth.—George F. Parker has 
opened an office here in the Bank Build- 
ing on Market Square. 

RHODE ISLAND. 

Providence.—Brennan & Holland have 
dissolved partnership and Mr. Holland 
has taken rooms in the Banigan Build- 
ing. 


HE 


VERMONT. 


Brattleboro.—State’s Attorney H. G. 
Barber has been admitted to practice in 
the United States Court. 


Montpelier.—Edward M. Goddard has 
been admitted to practice in the United 
States Court. 

Wells River.—The firm of Smith & 
Sloan has recently been dissolved and E. 
W. Smith and his son, Raymond U. 
Smith, have formed a partnership under 
the firm name of Smith & Smith. 


———_99 
MIDDLE STATES. 
NEW YORK. 


Albany.—Governor Roosevelt has des- 
dgnated the Hon. S. Alonzo Kellogg, of 
Plattsburg, Justice of the Supreme Court 
in the Fourth Judicial District, to sitasa 
member of the Appellate Division of the 
third department during the November 
and January terms in the absence of Jus- 
tice John R. Putnam. 


Buffalo.—Charles V. Nellany, the City 
Attorney, has resigned to accept a posi- 
tion with the firm of Sheehan & Collins, 
of New York, of which William F. Shee- 
hand is the head. 


Dunkirk.—Albert E. Nugent has moved 
Ais office to the second floor of the build- 
ing 225 Central avenue. 


Geneva.—Edward J. Cook, formerly as- 
sociated with G. L. Bachman, has opened 
an office at 9 Linden Block. 


Jamestokn.—George Judge and Frank 
H. Mott have formed a partnership and 
will practice in Jamestown. 


Johnstown.—A new law firm has been 
formed under the name of Anibal & 
Smith. The partnership includes Judge 
R. P. Anibal, who for many years has 
enjoyed an extensive practice in this 
city. He now joins with Attorney W. W. 
Smith, who for the past few years has 
been a student in his office. 


Malone.—Benjamin L. Wells, who was 
lately admitted to the bar, has entered 
into copartnership with Hon. John I. Gil- 
bert, with whom he served his clerkship, 
and the new firm will be known as Gil- 
bert & Wells. 


Mount Vernon.—Elmer P. Smith has 
moved his office from 42 South Fourth 
avenue, where he has been located since 
he came to the city nearly five years ago, 
and is now in the Stephenson Building, 
cerner Fourth and Prospect avenues. 





Rochester.—The firm of Shuart & Suth- 
erland, composed of Hon. W. Dean 
Shuart and Hon, W. A. Sutherland, will 
henceforth be known as Shuart, Suther- 
land & Toole. The new member is John 
C. Toole, who, since being admitted to 
the bar, has been the managing clerk of 
the firm. 

Rochester.—H, J. Tuttle and H. B. Hal- 
lock, who have been partners for several 
years past, have dissolved the connec- 
tion, and hereafter each will conduct an 
office in his individual name. Mr. Hal- 
lock will retain the offices of the firm, 
while Mr. Tuttle will occupy other offices 
a the same floor of the Wilder Build- 
ng. 

Rochester.—The firm of Bennett & 
Widener, with offices in the Powers 
Block, has been dissolved by mutual con- 
sent. 


Syracuse.—John F. Maher has enterei 
into copartnership with Thomas Hogan 
and George F. Quinn, the firm to be 
known as Hogan, Quinn & Maher. 

Syracuse.—H. W. Brooks and George 
A, Miller have formed a partnership and 
will have offices at rooms Nos. 638 and 
640 University Block. Mr. Brooks is Jus. 
tice of the Peace in Onondaga and Mr. 
Miller was a member of the class of 98 
of the Syracuse Law College. 

Utica.—A new firm has been formed 
composed of Paul 8S. Livermore and Wil- 
lard M. Kent. The firm’s name is Liver- 
more & Kent. They are located in the 
Savings Bank Building. 


Watertown.—Ex-District Attorney V. 
K. Kellogg and ex-Justice of the Peace 
Abner B. Brown have formed a copart- 
nership and both have removed their 
offices from the Bank Building to rooms 
1044 Washington street. These rooms 
were occupied by Senator Elon R. Brown 
and Surrogate Charles L. Adams before 
the dissolution. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Bridgeport.—A. F. Downs has moved 
his office from the Mason Building to the 
rooms in the Templar Building, over 
Wilkenson & Green’s grocery. 

Bristol.—Frederick Stukert, of War- 
rington, has opened an office here. He is 
in the same suite as his uncle, John C, 
Stukert. 


Chambersburg.—Irvin C. Elder has 
moved his office to the rooms occupied 
by his partners, Sharpe & Sharpe. 

Lebanon.—Capp & Schock have dis- 
solved partnership. 


Sayre.—Stephens, Stewart & Culver, a 
firm having offices at Sayre and Towan- 
da, has dissolved. The Sayre business 
will be retained by Mr. Stephens, while 
Stewart and Culver will each do business 
for themselves at Towanda, 


Scranton.—John J. Fahey and P. W. 
Gallagher, under the firm name of Fahey 
& Gallagher, have opened offices for the 
transaction of legal business on the sec- 
ond floor of the Coal Exchange Build- 
ing, Wyoming avenue. 


Scranton.—Comegys & Bevan is the 
name of a law firm recently established 
in this city, The members are Mr. C. 
Comegys, the well known and success- 
ful attorney, and Mr. Walter S. Bevan, 
his brother-in-law, who has recently 
been admitted to the bar. 

Scranton.—J. T. McCollom has opened 
an office here. 

York.—George W. Heiges has removed 
his office to his residence on the corner 
of Market and Beaver streets. 





SOUTHERN STATES. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Washington.—J. N. McGill, Register of 
Wills for the District of Columbia, has 
tendered his. resignation. Shortly after 
assuming charge of the office, Mr. Mc- 
Gill realized that public interests de- 
manded its abolition. Recent legislation 





tion, which they hope and expect will be 
adopted when the code is ratified. The 
office is a Federal one, and the salary of 
the Register is large. 


FLORIDA. 


Broome, late of Miami, and recently from 
St. Augustine, where he was a member 
of the firm of Pope & Broome. Mr. 
Broome is a nephew of Judge Broome 
and also of Senator James Broome. The 
offices of the firm are located on the 
ground floor of the Law Exchange, at the 
corner of Forsythe and Market streets. 

Tampa.—M. Henry Cohen has opened 
an office here. 


GEORGIA. 
Athens.—Deupre Hunnicutt has opened 
an office on Broad street. 


Athens.—Col. G. E. Thomas, formerly 
of Columbus, Ga., has opened an office 
here in College avenue. 


Atlanta.—Vassar M. Wooley, Joseph M. 
Nealon and Jeremiah Clarke have been 
admitted to practice in the United States 
Circuit Court and District Courts. 

Atlanta.—T. A. Hammond, Jr., and 
Alexander W. and Victor Smith have 
formed a copartnership and will practice 
under the firm name of Smith, Hammond 
& Smith 

Griffin.—Loyd Cleveland has been ad- 
mitted to practice in the United States 
Circuit and District Courts. 

Macon.—An announcement has been 
made of an interesting change in two of 
the leading law firms of the city conse- 
quent upon the division of the firm of 
Hill, Harris & Birch, and the removal of 
Mr. Walter B. Hill, the new chancellor 
of the University of Georgia. 


Messrs. Nat E. Harris and Mr. Wash- 
ington Dessau will be the principal part- 
ners in the new firm, but that necessi- 
tates the division of the firm of Dessau, 
Bartlett & Ellis, made up of Mr. Wash- 
ington Dessau, Congressman Charles L. 
Bartlett and Hon. Roland Ellis, one of 
the members from Bibb. 


Associated with the new firm will be 
Messrs. Walter Harris and N. E. Harris, 
Jr., sons of the distinguished ex-partner 
of the chancellor, and Mr. Pope 8S. Hill, 
his brother. 


Congressman Bartlett, so far as is at 
present known, will practice law indepen. 
dently, as will also Hon. Roland Ellis. 

The combination formed by Messrs. 
Harris and Dessau, which will probably 
be the style of the new firm, is a brill- 
iant one. Hon. Nat Harris is a fine coun- 
sellor and civil lawyer, while Mr. Des- 
sau is looked upon as one of the best 
criminal lawyers in the State. 

Macon.—Malcolm H. Ayer and William 
E. Martin, Jr., have formed a copart- 
nership. 

Reidsville.—Mayor James V. Kelley and 
Col. Charles G. Edwards have formed a 
copartnership to practice under the name 
of Kelley & Edwards. 


KENTUCKY. 

Bardstown.—Nat. W. Halstead and 
Morgan Yewell, the well known attor- 
neys, have formed a copartnership, with 
offices located in the Armory Building, 
opposite the Record office. 

Evansville.—Charles B. Rudd has 
opened an office here. 

Louisville.—The firm of Stone & Sud- 
duth, composed of H. L. Stone, W. A. 
Sudduth and Lawrence S. Leopold, has 
dissolved partnership by mutual agree- 
ment. The reason for dissolution is that 
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Col, Stone’s time is so taken up by his 
work as city attorney that he can pay 
little attention to the firm’s 

Messrs. Stone and Sudduth. had been 
partners for ten years, and the firm was 
considered one of the strongest legal com. 
binations in the city. Mr. Leopold will 
continue to practice with Mr. Sudduth. 


LOUISIANA. 


Shreveport.—J. H. Shepherd has moved 
his office on the ground floor, Slattery 
Building, opposite the Court House. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


Jackson.— Gov. McLauren has an- 
nounced the appointment of Judge Henry 
L. Muldrew, as chancellor of the Third 
Chancery District, to succeed Judge Bax- 
ter McFarland. 


NORTH CAROLINA, 

Greensboro.—The firm of Bynum, By- 
num & Taylor has been dissolved by the 
withdrawal of Z. V. Taylor, who will 
ce alone. He has leased offices on 
the ground floor of the Wright Building, 
opposite the Court House, next to that of 

Jordan, Sinclair & McDonald. 
Raleigh.—Ernest Haywood has moved 
his office to the third floor of the Tucker 


Building. 
TENNESSEE. 


Memphis.—The firm of Turley & Wright 
has been dissolved by mutual consent. 
Each member of the late firm will give 
his attention to winding up its unfinished 
business. Mr. T. B. Turley and Mr. E. R. 
Turley will continue the practice of law 
under the firm name of Turley & Turley, 
and Gen, L. E. Wright and Mr. E. E. 
Wright will likewise continue to practice 
under the firm name and style of Wright 
& Wright. 

TEXAS. 


Austin.—The Governor has appointed 
W. L. Douglas, of Beaumont, as District 
Attorney of the First Judicial District, 
vice Martin, resigned. 

Galveston.—The firm of Hume & Kle- 
berg has been dissolved. The firm of 
Hume & Hume will continue to occupy 
their present offices and Mr. Kleberg will 
practice alone at Room 104, first floor, 
Levy Building. 

Houston.—Joe H. HBagle has entered 
partnership with Messrs. Kirby & Mar- 
tin. The firm will hereafter be Kirby, 
Martin & Eagle, with offices in the Plan- 
ters & Mechanics’ National Bank Build- 
ing, 214 Main street. 

Laredo.—Owing to M. H. Lane leaving 
the city permanently without tendering 
his resignation as City Attorney, the 
City Council has declared the office va- 
cant and the Mayor appointed as his suc- 
cessor D. H. Fly, which appointment was 
unanimously confirmed by the Council. 


VIRGINIA. 
Norfolk.—R. W. Peatross, of Knoxville, 
Tenn., has opened an office here in the 
Citizens’ Bank Building. 


——_~<———_—_—_— 
CENTRAL STATES. 


ILLINOIS. 


Chicago.—Jullus R. Kline has removed 
his office to Room 805, Ashland Block. 

Danville.—Wright & Keegan have re- 
moved their offices from the Leverenz 
Block to the corner office on the second 
floor of the Goldsmith Block, formerly 
occupied by Attorney Dixon. 

Edwardsville.—A business change of in- 
terest took place recently. The well 
known firm of Hadley & Burton dis- 
solved, and Mr. Burton formed a new 
partnership with Wm. BH, Wheeler, Jr., 
the latter buying Mr. Hadley’s interest In 
the law library, and the new firm leasing 
the office rooms heretofore occupied by 
Hadley & Burton on the second floor of 
the Bank of Edwardsville Building. The 
previous copartnership between W. F. 
L. Hadley and C. H. Burton was formed 


came to Edwardsville, and their practice 
has been among the most successful of 
any at the county seat. 
Evanston.—William C. Wilson and 
David L. Zook have removed their office 
to a commodious suite of rooms in the 
Hartford Building, 140 Dearborn street. 
Woodstock.—Max Kunze and Frank 
Spitzer have formed a copartnership. 


INDIANA. 


Delphi.—L. A. Rizer, who has recently 
entered upon the practice of law in Del- 
phi, has located his office in the Odd Fel- 
lows’ block in the rooms recently va- 
cated by County Superintendent Myer. 
Mr. Rizer was formerly in practice at 
Alexandria, 


Elkhart.—The firm of Harmon & Bar- 
ney has been dissolved. Mr. James L. 
Harmon will remain in the firm's present 
quarters and Mr. Clark Barney will asso- 
ciate himself with Hon. George T. Bar- 
ney. 

Goshen.—B. A. Dausman, who formerly 
lived at Nappanee, has gone into part- 
nership with Warren Berkey at Goshen. 

Peru.—Joseph Larimer has opened an 
office here in the Hale Block. 


South Bend.—The firm of Davey & 
Sanders has shifted office rooms from 
rooms 2 and 3 in the Nickel Building to 
the rooms formerly occupied by J. E. 
Neff. 


South Bend.—Schuenight & Baker is 
the name of a new firm created by the 
moving to this clty of J. V. Baker, of St. 
Louis, Mo., and becoming associated in 
business with W. J. Schuenight. 

Terre Haute—James 8S. Barcus and 
William Tichenor have formed a copart- 
nership under the name of Barcus & 
Tichenor. 

Vincennes.—Hon, B, M. Willoughby and 
James M. House have formed a partner- 
ship under the name of Willoughby & 
House. Their office will be in Bishop 
Block. 

Whitley.—Ex - County Superintendent 
Clapham and Prof. Walter Irvin, late of 
the North Manchester schools, have 
formed a partnership, and will open a law 
office in the county seat. 


IOWA. 


Adair—Lynch & Farrington is the 
name of the new firm composed of Geo. 
B. Lynch and C. H. Farrington. They 
occupy the same office rooms Mr. Lynch 
has had since September, 1895. 

Emmetsburg.—E,. A. Morling, of this 
city, and G. K. Allilen, of Estherville, 
have formed a partnership. Each will 
have charge of an office in his home city. 


Lisbon.—E. N. Farber, who graduated 
from the law department of the State 
University last Spring with the highest 
honors of his class, has opened a law of- 
fice at Lisbon, with an associate partner, 
E. M. Johnson, of Hardin county. 

West Union.—Fannie Parker-Anderson 
has opened a law office in West Union. 
She is the first woman attorney in Fay- 
ette county. 


Waukon.—The firm of Stilwell & Stew- 
art has dissolved partnership. 


MICHIGAN. 


Detroit.—Howard I. Shepard, of Char- 
lotte, Mich., has associated himself with 
Frank E. Robson, of this city. 

Detroit.—Henry A, Haigh has removed 
from the Hammond buildng to room 919 
Majestic building. 

Detroit.—Ex-Sheriff Harry F’. Chipman 
has formed a partnership with Henry 
Look, and will do business under the firm 
name of Chipman & Look. They will 
have offices in the Peninsular Bank 
building. 

Fenton.—G, B. Holden, formerly of 
Saginaw, has opened an office here. 

Grand Rapids.—The firm of McGarry & 
Belden has been dissolved. William P. 





several years ago, soon after Mr. Burton 





Belden enters into partnership with his 


father-in-law, Judge Burlingame, 
they will have offices in the 
building. William R. McGarry enters 
into partnership with his brother, 
Thomas F. M , and they will con- 
tinue in the offices in the Wonderly 
building. 


Grand Rapids.—George P. Wanty, of 
the late firm of Fletcher & Wanty, which 
was dissolved by the death of Mr. Filetch- 
er, and L. E, Knappen, of the firm of 
Taggart, Knappen & Denison, have 
formed a law partnership and will occupy 
the offices in the Michigan Trust build- 
ing which Fletcher & Wanty had. 
Reading.—The firm of Lockerby & Kin- 
ney has been dissolved, Mr. Lockerby 
having sold hig interest to Eugene Saun- 
ders. The new firm will be Kinney & 


Saunders. 
MINNESOTA. 


" Minneapolis.—Judge Calvin Brown, of 
the Sixteenth district, has tendered his 
resignation to Gov. Lind. Judge Brown 
was elected to the Supreme Bench on 
the Republican ticket, and will take up 
his duties Jan. 1. E. F. Crawford, of 
Ortonville, a Democrat, is said to be 
slated for the appointment to fill the 
vacancy caused by Judge Brown’s resig- 
nation. Other candidates are S. A. Fla-. 
herty, of Morris, and Frank J. Steidle, of 
Wheaton. 


St. Cloud.—James E., Jenks, of this cty, 
has been admitted to practice before the 
Department of the Interior. 

Wheaton.—At a special meeting of the 
County Commissioners, Capt. A. S. Cross- 
field, of Brown’s Valley, was appointed 
County Attorney for Traverse county, to 
fill the vacancy caused by the resigna- 
tion of F. J. Steidle, recently appointed 
to the Judgeship of the Sixteenth Judical 


district. 
MISSOURI. 


Gallatin.—A new firm, known as Kerr 
Brothers & Parker, has been organized 
to conduct a general law business here 
and at Trenton. The elder Kerr will lo- 
cate here in a short time to conduct the 
office business here, and a younger broth- 
er, in conjunction with Joseph Parker? 
will represent the firm at Trenton. The 
Gallatin office will be in the W. C. Gilli- 
han building on the north side of the 
square. 

OHIO. 


Jackson.—The firm of McClung & Rad- 
cliffe has by mutual consent been dis- 
solved. Mr. Radcliffe locates in the Coch- 
ran buildng on Broadway, while Mr. Mc- 
Clung remains in the old office over the 
Herald office. 

Toledo.—Charles R. Brewer has asso- 
ciated himself with the firm of Clapp & 
Denman in the Drummond block. 


Toledo.—The partnership heretofore ex- 
istng between W. Stillwell, of Millers- 
burg, O., and A. G, Duer, of this cty, has 
been dissolved. A. G. Duer will remain 
at Toledo and retain the office at 308 
Gardner buildng. 

Youngstown.—Hon. James B. Kennedy, 
of this city, Judge of the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas, whose term of office will ex- 
pire Feb. 8, has resigned. He has formed 
a copartnership with C. D. Hine, under 
the firm name of Hine & Kennedy, 


Youngstown.—Judge George F. Arrel 
has taken the place of the late Judge 
Louis W. King, in what was the firm of 
King, McVey & Robinson. 

Youngstown.—A, W. Craver has taken 
office room with J. P. Wilson. 


WISCONSIN. 

Green Bay.—The firm of Minahan, Fon- 
taine & Minahan has been dissolved after 
being in existence about a year. R. E. 
Minahan and Hugh Minahan have with- 
drawn from the business and will estab- 
lish a separate office within a short time. 

A. B. Fontaine will remain in the old 
firm’s office quarters. He will be joined 
in copartnership shortly by James H. 
McGillan, of Martinette. Mr. McGillan 
has figured prominently in Democratic 
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Green Bay.—The partnership existing 
for two omg between James H. Feeney 


and George T. Atwood under the firm 
mame of Feeney & Atwood has been dis- 
solved. Mr. Aiweed has retired from the 


firm and Mr. Feeney will continue the 
business alone. 


Madison.—Gov. Scofield has received 
the resignation of D. F, O’Keefe as Dis- 
trict Attorney of Ashland county and ap- 
pointed A. P. Haagenson as his successor. 
Mr. O’Keefe’s resignation was on account 
of ill health, which compels him to seek 
a milder climate. Mr. Haagenson is a 
young Scandinavian attorney. 

Madison.—A. L. Sanborn, lately a part- 
ner of Senator Spooner, K. L. Luse and 
Fred C. Ellis have formed a copartner- 


ship to be known as Sanborn, Luse & | 
Ellis. 


Milwaukee.—The name of the firm of 
Timlin & Glicksman has been changed to 
Timlin, Glicksman & Conway, Edward 
Conway, Jr., having lately been admitted 
to the firm. 

Waukegan.—Coon & Orvis is the name 
of a new firm composed of R. W. Coon 
and J. K. Orvis. Their offices are in the 
Mohrmann Block, where Mr. Orvis now 


is, 
—_—_< —___ —— 


WESTERN STATES. 
ARIZONA. 


Phoenix.—The old firm of Flannigan & 
Willis, which was dissolved about a year 
ago, has been re-established in offices in 
the Fleming Block. District Attorney 
Flannigan will retain his present quar- 
ters in the courthouse for use only dur- 
ing terms of court. 


CALIFORNIA. 

Los Angeles.—I. H. Collier has been ad- 
mitted to practice in the United States 
District Court. 

Oakland.—Burdette Cornell and H. G. 
Walker have formed a copartnership, 
with offices In the Blake & Moffitt Block, 
on Broadway. 

San Diego.—D. C. Collier has been ad- 
mitted to practice in the United States 
District Court. 

DAHO. 


Salubria.—R. E. Wilson and W. D. 
Lovejoy have formed a copartnership 


here. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

Hunter.—R. Goer, who recently re- 
moved from Sisseton, N. D., has opened 
an office here. 

Jamestown.—Conklin & Murphy have 
moved their offices from the Green Block 
to the Churchill Block, where they have 
the former rooms of Dr. DePuy. 


OKLAHOMA. 


Chandler.—The partnership of Morris & 
Welty has been dissolved. Mr. Morris 
retains the rooms occupied by the firm, 
and Mr. Welty has an office across the 
hall. 

Chandler.—The firm of Rittenhouse & 
Robertson has been dissolved. Each part- 
ner will continue business separately in 
the same building. Mr. Rittenhouse re- 
tains the rooms that were occupied by 


the firm. 
WASHINGTON. 
New Whatcomb.—John F. Dufue has 
opened an office here. 
Seattle —The offices of Sweeney & 
Keithe have been removed from the 
Burke to the Haller Building. 


CUBA. 


Havana.—The impulse which American 
energy has imparted to the Havana Au- 
diencia has aroused some of the lawyers 
here to make a vigorous protest. The 
trouble arose from the insistence of Gov- 
ernor General Brooke that the cases of 





hundreds of prisoners, who oe been in 
jail from one to two years, be disposed 
Sot 68 Ee eee 
co 


Most of the prisoners were persons hav- 
ing no money, and the court appointed 
lawyers for their defense, as is the case 
under similar conditions in the United 
States. Here, however, the lawyers ap- 
pointed in this manner would fail to ap- 
pear in court, thus causing postpone- 
ments time and again, while the accused 
languished in jail. General Brooke told 
the new Audiencia that this must stop. 
Accordingly, a short time ago, when 
Lawyer Rodriguez, who had been ap- 
pointed to defend a prisoner, fdiled to ap- 
pear when the man was arraigned, send- 
ing a physician's certificate that he was 
ill as an excuse for his non-appearance, 
the president of the court sent a police 
surgeon and a policeman to the lawyer’s 
house to examine into the matter. The 
surgeon found that Rodriguez was per- 
fectly well, and the policeman took him 
to court, where he explained that he was 
feeling better. He was very indignant, 
however, at the action of the court, and 
later sent a protest to the Lawyers’ As- 
sociation. 

The Audiencia intends to continue this 
method of forcing the appearance of law- 
yers assigned to cases. Some of the 
newspapers severely criticise the court, 
and urge that other methods be employed 
to attain the desired end. 


CANADA. 


Montreal.—F. W. Hibbard, late of the 
firm of Weir & Hibbard, which was dis- 
solved by the appointment of Mr. Weir 
to the recordership, and L. G. Glass have 
entered into partnership. The new firm 
will be known hereafter as Hibbard & 
Glass, and their office will be located in 
the New Yourk Life Building. 


Toronto.—Andrew Dods and George F. 
Macdonnell, formerly members of the 
firm of Denton, Dods & Macdonnell, have 
opened an office in the Lawlor Building, 
corner of King and Yonge streets. The 
name of the new firm will be Dods & 
Macdonnell. 


Toronto.—A new legal firm, under the 
name of Denton, Dunn & Boultbee, has 
been formed. Mr. Frank Denton, the new 
member of the firm, was formerly a 
member of the firm of Denton, Dodds & 
Macdonald. The other two members are 
Herbert L. Dunn and W. Mulock Boult- 
bee, who have been in partnership for 
the past year, and have carried on their 
business in the Manning Arcade. The 
new firm will have its offices in the Tem- 
ple Building. 





THE NEW YORK CITY BAR. 


Matters of Interest to Attorneys Prac. 
ticing Within the Limits of 
Greater New York. 

(New York city attorneys are requested to send 
notices of change of address, organization and 


dissolution of partnerships, etc., for insertion. 
No charge is made.—Ed.) 


Reed, Thatcher & Barnum. 


Ex-Speaker Thomas B. Reed formally 
became the senior member of Reed, 
Thatcher & Barnum on Sept. 1. The 
offices of the firm are at 10 Wall street. 
Examination of Judgment Debtors in 

Kings County. 


Judge Smith recently handed down a 
decision which embraces a question that 
has been puzzling lawyers for some time. 
In the case of O. Schaffner & Son against 
John L. Bader, his Honor decided that 
where judgments are obtained in munici- 
pal courts and receipts of them are filed 
in the County Clerk’s office the Supreme 
Court alone has jurisdiction over the ex- 
amination of judgment debtors in the 
supplementary proceedings which fol- 
low. Heretofore the County Court has 
been utilized in this direction. 
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Frederick J, Stone a Bankrupt. 


Frederick J, Stone, of No. 1048 
avenue, with an office at No. 41 Wail 
and 


b, 
$45,000, while the debtor includes in his 
assets a claim for $40,000 against Mr. Mc- 
Comb and another for $15,000 for profes- 
sional services and “‘ arising out 
of a stock transaction.” 


Friend, House & Grossman Dissolve. 


Emanuel M. Friend has severed his 
connection with the firm with which his 
name has been so long associated, 
Friend, House & Grossman. 

Mr. Friend for the past fifteen years 
has been before the public and handled 
many famous cases, among them fhose 
of “Frenchy,” or “Jack the Ripper;” Mrs. 
Nack, who is now in prison, but whose 
associate in crime, Martin Thorn, was 
executed for the murder of Guldensuppe; 
Maria Barberi, the Italian girl, accused 
of murdering her lover, and many others. 

Mr. Friend will continue the practice 
of law, and associated with him will be 
Edward Hymes, Michael Schoop and Ed- 
ward A. McCue 


Albert J. Graeffe. 
Albert J. Graeffe has removed his 
offices to the Vincent Building, 302 Broad- 
way, corner of Duane street. 


Death of James T. Van Rensselaer. 

James Tallmadge Van Rensselaer, who 
died recently in Boston, was the son of 
Philip S. Van Rensselaer and a grand- 
son of Fitzgerald Steven Van Rensselaer, 
of Albany, the last of the patroons. Mr. 
Van Rensselaer was 56 years of age. He 
studied law at Harvard and Oxford, and 
attended the monetary conference in 
Paris is 1881, accompanying the com- 
mission from this country. He became 
a member of the Board of Aldermen in 
1885 and in 1889 was appointed United 
States Assistant District Attorney. A 
few years ago Mr. Van Rensselaer mar- 
ried the widow of General Parker, who 
was a member of General Grant’s staff. 


Assignment of S. 8S. Peloubet. 

S. S. Peloubet, who has kept a lawbook 
store in various places on Nassav street 
for nearly forty years, has filed, through 
Samuel Keeler, his attorney, a voluntary 
petiton in bankruptcy. Mr. Peloubet’s 
present place of business is on the second 
floor of 76 Nassau street, where he has 
many old and rare law books and curious 
prints of legal luminaries and famous 
trials. It was said that the petition in 
bankruptcy was made to settle old 
claims, and that the store would not 
close. There are unsecured claims against 
the bookseller amounting to $5,876, and 
secured claims aggregating $2,800. In 
these latter are included accounts due 
him valued at $1,305.56. The books and 
fixtures in the store are valued at $1,850. 


Ahearn Act Unconstitutional. 


Judge McAdam, of the Supreme Court, 
has rendered a decison holding that the 
act is unconstitutional. He says that 
never has an act so broad appeared on 
the statute books, and that it is purely in 
the interest of private individuals, at the 
expense of the public treasury, as direct- 
ly prohibited by the State Constitution. 
He follows the ruling of Judge Maddox, 
of the Supreme Court in Brooklyn. Judge 
McLean, while not writing any opinon, 
coincides with Judge McAdam in several 
cases which he disposes of on similar ap- 
plications. According to the Ahearn act 
any one in the employ of the city gov- 
ernment against whom charges had been 
made or who had been dismissed from 
the service and reinstated was allowed 
to present his claim for expenses incur- 
red in defending himself, or in obtaining 
reinstatement. Hundreds of claims ag- 
gregating more than $1,000,000 were sub- 
mitted to the Comptroller, who intended 
to contest them all. 
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The Enforcement of the Jury Law. 


Hereafter the average man will find it 
much harder to secure exemption from 
jury duty. This is on account of the 
new jury law, which came into effect 
with the trial jurors summoned to ap- 

at the county court house on Sept. 
According to the law, there will be 
no chance to offer excuses which for 
years have secured exemption for so 
many. In former days it was the cus- 
tom for all those who did not look upon 
the jury duty as an unalloyed pleasure to 
pear before the court when the trial 
rs were summoned and say that it 
would be impossible for them to serve, as 
the grass on their lawn needed cutting, 
or they had made plans to make a visit 
to the beach. It was a regular thing to 
gee a mad rush for the presiding justice 
when he opened the hearing for the trial 
jurors. Carefully considered excuses 
were presented in writng by thoughtful 
men, who had carefully weighed the in- 
conveniences of jury duty, and if one 
€xcuse did not suit the justice another 
would be presented. 

Now things have all been changed, and 
there are few things that will allow a 
man to escape from serving his time in 
the jury box. An examination will be 
made to see that a man is qualified by 
law to serve as a juror, and if he is, there 
will be no escape for him, except in rare 
cases. The result of the new order of 
things will be that the jury panels will 
be quickly filled, and the average juror 
will be much higher in the scale of abil- 
ity than at present. 

The busy man will find that his duty as 
a citizen must come before his devotion 
to his business. The new jury law was 

by the last Legislature through 
the efforts of Justice William J. Gaynor. 


Death of Henry Martyn Alexander. 

Henry Martyn Alexander, the well 
known lawyer of this cty and senior 
member of the firm of Alexander & 
Green, at 120 Broadway, died suddenly 
at his Summer home at Seabright, N. J., 
on Sept. 9. He had been drivng in Red 
Bank in the afternoon, returning about 
4 o’clock. He was stricken with heart 
disease soon afterward and lived only a 
few hours. Mr. Alexander was a son of 
Rev. Dr. Archibald Alexander, the prom- 
{nent minister of the Princeton School. 
He was a brother of William C. Alexan- 
der, the first president of the Equitable 
Life Assurance Society of the United 
States, and a well known lawyer of New 
Jersey; Rev. Dr. James W. Alexander, 
for many years pastor of the Fifth Ave- 
nue Presbyterian Church; Joseph Addi- 
son Alexander, a professor in Princeton 
Seminary; Rev. Dr. Samuel Davis Alex- 
ander and Dr. Archibald Alexander, of 
Princeton. He was an uncle of James W. 
Alexander, who was chosen on May.10 
last president of the Equitable Life As- 
gurance Society to fill the vacancy caused 
by the death on May 2 last of Henry B. 
Hyde. 

Mr. Alexander’s home in this city was 
at 10 West Fifty-fourth street. He was 
a director of the Equitable Life Assur- 
ance Society. He was a member of the 
Bar Association and the University, 
Princeton, Union and Lawyers’ clubs. He 
was a trustee of the Metropolitan Mu- 
seum of Art and the American Museum 
of Natural. History. 


Death of Louis H. Mettler. 


Louis Howell Mettler, a member of the 
firm of Lester & Mettler, with offices at 
27 Pine street, and living at 114 West 
Sixty-ninth street, in this city, was ac- 
cidentally shot while gunning at Belle 
Mead, N. J., on the afternoon of Labor 
Day, and died in the Mercer Hospital, 
Trenton, at 11 o’clock the same night. 
Mr. Mettler was twenty-seven years old, 
a@ graduate of Rutgers College in the 
class of ‘93. He studied law in the office 
of Willard P. Voorhees, in New Bruns- 
wick, and was graduated from the New 
York Law School. He was a grandson 
of Lewis T. Howell, president of the Na- 
tional Bank of New Jersey, in New 
Brunswick. 





Disbarment Proceedings Against D. 
Edgar Anthony. 

Hearings before a referee in disbar- 
ment proceedings against D. Edgar An- 
thony, an attorney, of No. 84 Elm street, 
Manhattan, and No. 703 Vanderbilt ave- 
nue, Brooklyn, are now proceeding. The 
Bar Association of the City of New York 
in March last presented to the Appellate 
Division of the Supreme Court in Brook- 
lyn certain charges against Mr. Anthony. 
They related to alleged misconduct in 
connection with his receivership of the 
National Mutual Insurance Company. Al- 
bert G. McDonald, No. 215 Montague 
street, Brooklyn, is the referee. 

Death of Stephen ©. Betts. 

Stephen Campbell Betts, for many 
years librarian of the Brooklyn Law Li- 
brary, is dead. 

Mr. Betts was well known and was 
popular with every lawyer of prominence 
and judge in the city. 

He was founder of the Bar Associa- 
tion, and has been its librarian since 
1869. The last officlal act of Mr. Betts 
in connection with the Law Library was 
to call upon Judge Aspinall to arrange 
for the calling of a meeting of the Execu- 
tive Committee. 

Mr. Betts was born in Brooklyn sixty 
years ago, and devoted his younger days 
to the study of law. In 1870 he married 
Katherine Caroline Brookes. Stephen 
Campbell Betts was a man of strong 
principles and personality. To him above 
all others is due the present excellence of 
the Brooklyn Law Library and the per- 
fect organization of the Bar Association. 


ARREST OF HENRY G. HARRIS, 

William R. Bradshaw, of Flushing, 
formerly editor of The Decorator, pub- 
lished in this city, appeared before Mag- 
istrate Brann In the Centre Street Police 
Court recently as complainant against 
Henry G. Harris, a lawyer of 66 Broad- 
way, charging him with the conversion 
of $150. Mr. Bradshaw's story, as told 
through his attorney, J. J. Karbry 
O’Kennedy, was to the effect that Mr. 


Bradshaw had had some dealings with 
Louis Tewksbury, a broker of this city, 
and had a claim against him of $700. 


Some time ago he saw an advertisement 
placed in a morning paper by Harris, 
asking all persons who had lost money 
in stock transactions to communicate 
with him. He wrote to Harris, and 
placed his claim In his hands for collec- 
tion, but stipulated that he should not 
settle with Tewksbury for less than $200. 

According to Mr, Bradshaw, Harris did 
not follow these instructions, but instead 
settled the claim for $150 and then used 
the money in Broker J. J. Kelly’s office, 
at 45 Broadway, in speculating in sugar. 
This speculation, Mr. Bradshaw asserts, 
was without his knowledge or consent, 
and upon learning of it he caused the 
lawyer's arrest. Harris told the Magis- 
trate that he had been authorized to in- 
vest the money in margins on sugar. He 
admitted collecting the $150, $75 of which, 
he said, belonged to him and $75 to Mr. 
Bradshaw. The broker with whom the 
$150 was placed testified that the account 
was in Harris’ name, and that Mr. Brad- 
shaw’s name did not appear upon his 
books. 


Death of Judge Hilton. 


Ex-Judge Henry Hilton died recently at 
Woodlawn Park, Saratoga. He was born 
in Newburg, Orange county, N. Y., on 
Oct. 4, 1824. While he was still a child 
his father went to New York city, where 
he was engaged in business until his 
death. Henry was the youngest of four 
sons, all of whom entered professional 
life. 


When he was a lad of about fifteen he 
was employed in the law office of Camp- 
bell & Cleveland, in Grand street, and it 
was there, several years later, that he be- 
came identified with the interests of A. T. 
Stewart. 

In the early fifties Hilton married a 
sister of James H. Banker, later presi- 





dent of the Bank of New York. After his 
marriage he became ambitious for other 
honors than those connected with his 
intimate association with the millionaire 
merchant, and in 1857 he became Judge of 
the Court of Common Pleas. He was on 
the bench until 1863, and then became a 
Park Commissioner. He continued, how- 
ever, to be closely identified with Mr. 
Stewart's affairs, and cared for the in- 
vestment of his immense income. At the 
zenith of his prosperity, Mr. Stewart 
died. This was in 1876. He had the great- 
est store in New York. The greater part 
of his vast estate was bequeathed to his 
widow. Mr. Hilton was made his execu- 
tor, with a bequest of a million to pay 
him for his services. Mrs. Stewart trans- 
ferred the great business to Mr. Hilton in 
payment of the legacy. With the busi- 
ness went all the mills and factories, in 
addition to the great stock of goods on 
hand. 

Mrs. Stewart died in 1886. She had 
made a will, giving handsome bequests to 
all relatives, amounting to $1,525,000. One- 
half of the residue she gave in equal 
shares to her niece, Sarah Smith, and her 
nephew, Charles J. Clinch. The other 
half she left in trust with Mr. Hilton, au- 
thorizing him to distribute it as he might 
see fit among the beneficiaries named in 
the will. The provisions of Mrs. Stewart’s 
will had scarcely been made public before 
a contest was instituted in the Surrogate 
Court. He held his ground, however, and 
the contest was opened before Surrogate 
Ransom. It was one of the most famous 
litigations ever tried in New York. The 
senior counsel for the contestants was 
Joseph H. Choate, one of whose partners, 
Prescott H. Butler, was related to Mrs. 
Stewart. Mr. Hilton was represented at 
the outset by former Senator Roscoe 
Conkling, whose death resulted from hia 
going to the courthouse in the great 
blizzard of 1888, to attend the trial. The 
trial was closed and the case was in the 
surrogate’s hands for decision when the 
arnouncement was made that there had 
been a compromise. Mr. Hilton had ar- 
ranged to distribute the property left to 
him in trust in a way that was satisfac- 
tory to all concerned. 


As successor to Mr. Stewart in the 
conduct of business, Judge Hilton met 
with his first failure. It is said that the 
magic of Stewart’s power of money- 
making was buried with Stewart. Judge 
Hilton knew every secret of the great 
merchant prince, except the secret of 
his success. With Stewart, Hilton could 
do anything; without him all Hilton’s 
plans went wrong. He changed the name 
of the great firm of A. T. Stewart to Hil- 
ton, Hughes & Denning, Hughes being 
Hilton’s son-in-law, and Denning one of 
Stewart’s employees, who had learned 
the business from the merchant prince 
himself. But quarrels, dissensions, losses 
followed year by year; the firm was re- 
peatedly reorganized, and it finally 
failed three years ago. Judge Hilton 
paid his son’s debts, though in no way 
bound to do so. 

To the Metropolitan Museum of Art 
Mr. Hilton presented several master- 
pieces. Among them are Meissonier’s 
“Friedland” and Detaille’s “Defence of 
Champigny.” In December, 1890, he pre- 
sented to Alexander E. Orr, treasurer of 
the Board of Trustees of the Cathedral 
of the Incarnation, and the cathedral 
schools at Garden City, L. I., $500,000 for 
the purpose of carrying out the pur- 
poses there which Mrs. Stewart had in 
view. At Saratoga Mr. Hilton had a 
splendid country seat, known as Wood- 
lawn Park. It consists of about one 
thousand acres, and has nearly fifteen 
miles of wooded drives, which are thrown 
open to the public. Mr. Hilton was a 
member of the Century, the Press and 
the New York clubs. He leaves three 
sons—Edward B., Henry G. and Albert 
B. Hilton; also two daughters—Cornelia, 
the wife of John M. Hughes, and Jose- 
phine H., the wife of former Judge Hor- 
ace Russell. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


“A Male Mocking Bird”—Justice of the 
Peace Law in Arizona. 
Kingman, Ariz., Sept. 9, 1899. 
H. Gerald Chapin, Esq., Editor American 

Lawyer, New York, N. Y.: 

Dear Sir—In the July number of the 
American Lawyer you publish a com- 
plaint drawn by a Minnesota justice of 
the peace as a specimen of the humorous 
things that crop up in the legal profes- 
sion from time to time. I herewith en- 
close the complaint in a case filed in one 
of the districts of this county (Mohave) 
not long ago, together with the demurrer 
and answer, which were written by the 
justice himself and filed by the defend- 
ant. The fifth paragraph of the answer 
I think deserves to rank with anything 
that was ever written to serve as a4 
pleading. Perhaps you can publish it in 
whole or in part. Very truly, 

J. M. BROWN. 
IN THB JUSTICE’S COURT OF CHLORIDE 
PRECINCT, COUNTY OF MOHAVE, 
TERRITORY OF ARIZONA. 
DORA E. FLINN, 
— nt of Claim 
vs. and Delivery of 
Personal Proper- 


GEORGE KLEIBER, ty. 
Defendant. 


Comes now the above named plaintiff and com- 
plains of the defendant as follows, and alleges: 


Mrs. 


1, 
That both the plaintiff and defendant to this 
action are teateents of Chioride Precinct, County 
of Mohave, Territory of Arizona. 


2. 

Tha’ th of April, 1899, in the 
a on, hands, Con Biohave, Lares eid 
Arizona, said plaintiff was the owner and en- 

fitied to the peaseenion of the following described 

persomal property, to wit: One male mocking 
bird, dark gray in color, with brown wings and 
light spots or dots on wings, and light breast. 


3. 
That said personal property is of the value of 
fw Dollars. 


4. 

That the said defendant on or about the 25th 
Gay of April, A. D. 1899, in the County of Mo- 
Territory of Arizona and in the Precinct 
of oride, without the plaintiff's consent, and 
wrongfully, came into the possession of said per- 
sonal property and still retains possession of the 
same, and she claims to be the owner of the 
same. 


5. 

That before the commencement of this action, 
to wit, on the 4th day of May, 1899, at the place 
last mentioned, the plaintiff demanded possession 
of the defendant of said personal property and 
the defendant refused to give possession of said 
personal property and still refuses to do so. 


6. 

That the said defendant still unlawfully with- 
holds and detains said property from the posses- 
sion of the plaintiff to her damage in the sum 
of Twenty Dollars. . 


That the same has not been taken for a tax, 
assessment or fine pursuant to a statute, seized 
under an execution or an attachment against the 
P rty of plaintiff. 

"Wherefore, plaintiff demands judgment against 
the defendant for the possession of said mocking 
bird or for the sum of Fifty Dollars. the value 
th , in case a delivery cannot be had, to- 
gcther with Twenty Dollars damages, and for 
costs of this action. 





( ) 
Attorney for Plaintiff. 


IN THE JUSTICE’S COURT OF CHLORIDE 
PRECINCT, COUNTY OF MOHAVE, 
TERRITORY OF ARIZONA. 


Case of 
DORA E. FLINN, 


Piaintitr, | Demurrer 
vs. ° 
Mrs. GEORGE KLEIBER, | Complaint. 
Defendant. } 


Now comes the defendant (Mrs, George Klel- 
ber) in the above entitled action and herein de- 
murs to the plaintiff's complaint, on file in said 
court, on the grounds that it does not state, or 
eentain, facts sufficient for a cause of action 
against this said defendant, Mrs. George Klei- 
ber. 


Wherefore, the said defendant 
of the court of the sufficiency of the complaint 
nst the said plaintiff, Dora B. Flinn, and 
that she, by order of the court, restore the said 
rsonal property, to wit, the said identical mock- 
ng bird and cage (wrongfully taken by order of 
the court from said defendant) back to the said 
defendant, or the value set by plaintiff on said 
bird of Fifty Dollars, with Twenty Dollars’ dam- 
ages additional, with all costs incurred, assessed 
to said plaintiff, and this defendant go hence 
withont day, and for her costs herewith. 


rays judgment 
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IN THE JUSTICE’S COURT OF CHLORIDE 


Plaintiff, nae “yal 
vs. 
Mrs. GEORGE KLEIBER, Complaint. 
se Defendant. 


Now comes Mrs. George Kleiber, the defendant 
in the above entitled action, and herein makes 
eet te ae ee ie in said court, to 
wit: rs 


1. 
Admits the allegations of plaintiff in the first 
paragraph of her complaint as to residence. 


Denies generally and specifically any knowledge 
of any of the allegations contained in h 
second of plaintiff's complaint or that y apply 
to or have any relation to the or per- 
sonal ——— of the plain 


request, from the e —- of said 
Gefendant), as the description that of all male 
mocking birds, as sex and special markings and 
colors of plumage. 


Denies that any fixed value can be set on such 
personal property and quuniy by the plaintiff. 


Denies each and every allegation contained in 
plaintiff's fourth paragraph of complaint, as every 
allegation contained therein is utterly and gross- 
ly false, without any foundation in fact, or color 
of truth, in any of them, but susceptible of actual 
and positive proof to the contrary. 


Admits the allegation of plaintiff in the fifth 
paragraph of said complaint, wherein said plain- 
tiff came to the residence of the defendant and 
demanded possession of the said personal property 
in defendant's possession, but proof was required 
of her that it was her property. as another part 
claimed it as their property, and said plaintié 
failed to produce satisfactory evidence before a 
referee that it was her property, but the other 
claimant did give satisfactory evidence that it 
was his property, — his wife was away in Cala. 


f 

ing bird to said plaintim by the defendant as his 
had escaped a number of days before the plaintiff 
alleged hers had, and he identified this particular 
bird by particular disfigurement that the plain. 
tiff stated pcsitively hers was not possessed of, 
and she furt/er stated that she had possession 
her bird a number of days subsequent to the date 
the defendant came into on of this 
ticular bird so that it could not ibly be | 
and she has no lawful or legal claim to this 
particular bird. 


Denies each and every all tion in paragra 
6 of plaintiff's complaint. pep - 


Denies the plaintiff's legal right to any judg- 
ment against the defendant for the A. Bang > 
this one particular mocking bird taken wrongfully 
from the le possession of the defendant, 
or in lieu thereof Fifty Dollars, or any damages 
in the premises whatever or any costs against 
this defendant, but on the contrarv the defendant 
prays the court for judgment agetast said plain. 
tiff and the restoration of the said identical mock- 
ing bird and cage intact and uninjured, or plain- 
ty Ee PR a Dollars, with Twenty 

mages onal and for all cost - 
curred in said action. ues 

Signed 





BOOK REVIEWS. 


Jewett’s Blection Manual, Seventh Bdi- 
tion (1899). Complete with amendments 
to date. Published by Matthew Ben- 
der, Albany, N. Y. Price in leather, $2; 
in paper, $1.50. 

This book is too well known to need 
either comment or explanation. 

It contains the General Election Law, 
Town Meeting Law, provisions relating to 
— Metings, and the Primary Law of 

Also provisions of the Penal Code, Gen- 
eral Laws and Constitution of the State 
of New York relating to Elections and 
Election Officers. 

Annotations, Forms and Instructions. 

The general plan is the same as in 
former editions. 





Medico-Legal Studies, 
Clark Bell, Esq. 


The name of Clark Bell is certainly 
well and favorably known among writers 
upon medico-legal topics. In the forego- 
ing volume he has taken up the consider- 
ation of many important topics in medi- 
cal jurisprudence, among others, of the 
following: “Belgium and Her Institu- 
tions for the Insane,” “Electricity and 
the Death Penalty,” ““Monomania,” “Sep- 
arate Hospital for Insane Convicts,” 
“Hypnotism,” “Spiritualism and Testa- 


Vol. IL, by 








mentary Capacity,” “Insanity as a De- 
fense in lvania,” 


setts. In the words of the author, “the 
reforms needed in our system may be 
summarized as follows: 

“1. The abolition of the Coroner’s Jury; 
or of any jury, on the preliminary inves- 
tigation as useless, expensive and not. 
calculated to discover or detect the com- 
mission of crime, if one has been com- 
mitted, or the best method of determin- 
ing whether the death was by violence 
or from natural causes. 

“2. Such a change of our law as shall 
place the examination of the preliminary 
medical inquiry, whether the death is due 
to natural causes or to violence, in 
charge of a medical man of special 
knowledge on such subjects, who shall 
be obliged to conduct an autopsy, with 
power to call witnesses, and to make 
scientific record of the facts and circum- 
stances of the case, substantially like 
that provided undex the law of Massa- 
chusetts. 

“3. The proper method of conducting 
the legal inquiry as to whether a crime 
has been committed, if the report and 
examination of the medical examiners 
make it necessary, and defining the 
proper officer to conduct and the tribunal 
to hear and decide it. 

“The district attorney of the county, or 
some person to be designated by him, 
would probably be a perfectly safe provi- 
sion in our State. 

“Courts of justices of the peace in va- 
rious counties, and of the police justices 
in the cities would be the proper judicial 
tribunals under our system. As consti- 
tuted, they are competent to take charge 
of such ceanselinas, which should, of 
course, be a legitimate preliminary step 
for the discovery and punishment of 
crime in all cases. 

“4. If a medical man was not selected 
to take charge of the preliminary in- 
quiry, as in Massachusetts, and the 
whole inquiry placed, as in France, in 
charge of a legal officer, who should be 
of the degree of counselor of law, then 
that competent medical men, selected by 
reason of their training and skill in this 
class of cases, should be designated by 
competent authority, such as the county 
judge in counties and the chief justices of 
the supreme, superior and common pleas 
courts in cities of sufficient number to do 
the work,acting upon a salaryand sworn, 
as public officers, to act upon their best 
judgment, honor and conscience in such 
cases, when called by the district attor- 
ney or other officer conducting the legal 
proceedings.” 

The work in question is one which is 
certainly worth perusal by medical 
jurists. 





Medico-Legal Studies, Vol. III., by Clark 
Bell, 

In Volume III. Dr. Bell has considered 
many of the interesting questions which 
arise in the course of the study of medil- 
cal jurisprudence. 

He has taken up such subjects as hyp- 
notism and the law, national and state 
chemists in courts of law, mechanical re- 
straint in the care and treatment of the 
insane and blood and blood stains in 
medical jurisprudence. The last article 
is especially interesting. The author has 
discussed the difference in the blood cor- 
puscles, taking up in order the red cor- 
puscles, white corpuscles and blood 


plates, so called. Going further, he has 
considered the spectroscope and spectral 
analysis and the microscope and its 
powers in order to arrive at a differentia- 
tion of the blood corpuscles of man — 

e 


each of the mammalian animals. 
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diameter of the red corpuscles of each 
Mammal the author says (page 155) has 
been ascertained approximately by aver- 
ages. The difficulty lies in the exact- 
ness of the standard. For example, the 
average diameter of the human red blood 
corpuscle is 1-3200th of an inch. Reese 
says the maximum is 1-2000, minimum 
1-4000. Dr. Stevenson places the maxi- 
mum at 1-3000 and the minimum 1-5000ths 
of an inch. Gulliver, a high authority, 
places the average human red corpuscle 
1-3200. The Medico-Legal Society of 
France, in 1873, 1-3257; Wormley, 1-3250; 
Masson, 1-3257; Formad, in 1888, 1-3200. 

All unite in the statement that the hu- 
man corpuscle is larger than those of 
the domestic animals. These are meas- 
urements upon fresh blood, which has 
not been allowed to dry on animal or 
vegetable stuffs. 

The average diameter of the red cor- 
puscles of the blood of the sheep is 1-5000, 
the goat, 1-6366, and these are so much 
smaller than those of man that a micro- 
scope of low power would certainly dis- 
ecriminate them by the size of the red 
corpuscles from those of man, as also 
those of the horse, 1-4600; the cow, 
1-4500; the cat, 1-4004; the pig, 1-4230 and 
the mouse 1-3814. 

The greater difficulty arises with those 
animals whose red corpuscles approxi- 
mate nearer in size to those of man, 
such as the dog. Taylor says the aver- 
age diameter of the red blood corpuscles 
of the dog are 1-3540; Reese, 1-3500; For- 
mad, 1-3580; Wormley, 1-3561; Gulliver, 
1-3532. 

The author conducts his anaylsis by 
the aid of Gulliver’s Tables; also Welck- 
er’s Tables and Prof. Wormley’s Tables. 
He finally considers the variation in size 
of the red corpuscles, ending with a dis- 
cussion on micrometry, adopting both 
Formad’s and Prof. Ewell’s methods. 

The work in question is amply illus- 
trated, and constitutes a most interesting 
addition to the works upon medical ju- 
risprudence. 





CREDIT MEN AND CREDIT AS- 
SOCIATIONS. 


The fifth annual meeting of the New 
York branch of the Credit Men’s Associ- 
ation was held at the Association rooms, 
320 Broadway, when the election of offi- 
cers was had and the committees ap- 
pointed. They are as follows, the presi- 
dent being a member ex-officio of all 
committees: 


President, T. H. 
& Rogers. 


Vice-President, A. H, Watson, of Wat- 
son, Porter, Giles & Co. 


Treasurer, E. E. Huber, of Eberhard 
Faber. 


Secretary, H. J. Sayers, 320 Broadway. 

Executive Committee.—-Two years— 
Chas. Biggs, actuary of the Hat Trade 
Credit Association; F. R. Boocock, treas- 
urer H, W. Johns Manufacturing Co.; F. 
A. Brainard, of Rand Drill Co.; E. E. 
Huber, of Eberhard Faber; Chas. E. 
Meek, with National Lead Co. One year 
—M. E. Bannin, of Converse, Stanton & 
Co.; F. E. Lally, with Crane Co.; R. P. 
Messiter, of Minot, Hooper & Co.; R. B. 
Minis, with Merchants’ National Bank; 
G. Waldo Smith, of Smith & Sills. 


Legislative Committee.—W. A. H. Bo- 
gardus, chairman, V. P. Tubular Dis- 
patch Co.; Edwin Allaire, of R. E. Bonar 
& Co.; M. E. Bannin, of Converse, Stan- 
ton & Co.; Charles Biggs, actuary of the 
Hat Trade Credit Association; T. M. 
Brown, secretary Manhattan Shoe Co.; 
R. G. Davisson, of John Pullman & Co.; 
B. F. Hooper, president Colwell Lead Co. 

Investigating Committee.—Charles E. 
Meek, chairman, of National Lead Co.: 
8. 8S. Conover, with Fourth National 


Bartindale, of Morse 
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F,. Marsh, with Austin, Nichols & Co.; 
S. P. Mendel, of Salomon & Philips. 

Improvement of Mercantile Agency 
Committee.—F. R. Boocock, chairman, 
treasurer H. W. Johns M’f’e. Co.; I. R. 
Birch, with Merritt, Biliott & Co.; R. P. 
Messiter, of Minot, Hooper & Co.; Chas, 
L, Robinson, Western National Bank; 
Otto A, Strecker, with Abegeg & Rusch. 

Membership Committee. — Frank C. 
Travers, chairman, president Travers 
Bros. Co.; G. Blumenthal, of Blumenthal 
Bros.; F. E. Lally, with Crane Company; 
R. B. Minis, with Merchants’ National 
Bank; C. D. Potter, with F. W. Devoe & 
Cc. T. Raynolds Co, 

Printing Committee—E. W. Riker, 
chairman, of the Yale & Towne M’f’g. 
Co.; Jos. P. Martindale, with Chemical 
National Bank; A. P. Sloan, of Bennett, 
Sloan & Co, 

In the evening a social meeting and 
dinner took place at the Commercial 
Club, corner Chambers and West Broad- 
way, and about 100 members and their 
guests sat down. 

After the dinner was partaken of ex- 
President Fessenden gave a synopsis of 
the transactions of the year, a portion 
of which was as follows: 

Gentlemen—We finish to-day the 
fourth year of our existence as an orgari- 
ized body and we can well congratulate 
ourselves on the progress made during 


these years. I well remember the first 
meeting. Less than a dozen of credit 
men met one evening at the Astor 
House and organized the New York 
Credit Men’s Association, little thinking 
that it was to become in four short 


years the powerful 
present is. 

Just think of it: Twelve men in 1895, 
over 400 in 1899. And not alone in num- 
bers have we become strong. To-day we 
are recognized in the city and in the 
State through the Legislature as a fac- 
tor to be consulted in all proposed laws 
affecting merchandise credits. 

With all due modesty, yet with full 
confidence in what I declare, I say to 
you that we have it in our power to-day 
to dictate what bills introduced into the 
State Legislature shall or shall not be- 
come laws, in so far as they affect us as 
credit men. To use wisely this strength 
you have confided to an Executive Com- 
mittee the power to act for you, and in 
no case has this power beem abused. To 
those of us who have not been on the 
Executive Committee it is difficult to ex- 
plain the work done. Sub-committees 
have taken in hand the various interests 
of the association and worked hard to 
accomplish good for us all and prevent 
action on the part of legislators and 
others which would have adversely af- 
fected the interests of the houses we 
have the honor to represent. That there 
has not been more accomplished is to be 
attributed to other causes than the work 
of our committees. We have done much, 
yet there is much more that we can do 
for the safety of the mercantile com- 
munity. * * * 

The bankruptcy law has become a fact 
and however much we may object to 
some of its features we must, it seems 
to me, admit that generally speaking 
this law has accomplished some things 
impossible to accomplish while every 
State had a different law governing fall- 
ures, collection of accounts, etc. 

To amend the law in a number of its 
features is imperative if its object of 
dealing fairly by the creditor and debtor 
alike is to be carried out. To this end 
we can no better devote our efforts, and 
I sincerely trust our new Executive Com- 
mittee will seek the co-operation of every 
credit men’s association in the country 
to bring about the needed amendments 
to make the law equitable in all its fea- 
tures. 

To mention a single instance of the in- 
justice of the present law. As the law 


organization it at 


stands to-day a man living in Virginia 
can buy $4,000 worth of goods on credit 
and being unable to pay the bills when 
they become due and having no other 
property files a petition in bankruptcy, 





and by having the stock appraised at 50 
cents on the dollar, capture it all. 

How? Simply because the law of Vir- 
ginia allows a debtor as an exemption 
$2,000 and the courts have decided that 
he is entitled to this exemption from 
the appraised value after insolvency, 
and that his own valuation as scheduled 
by him at the time of the filing of the 
petition shall not be accepted. This 
makes it possible for the debtor to 
gauge his purchases according to the 
exemption law of the State in which he 
lives, and failing, save the whole thing 
for himself by getting the proper per- 
sons as appraisers. In other respects 
the law is defective and absolutely fails 
to accomplish its supposed object. * * * 

To you all, gentlemen, I extend my 
sincere thanks for the honor of having 
been elected your President. To the Ex- 
ecutive Committee, which has had to 
bear with me as their presiding officer, 
I desire to say I appreciate their kind- 
ness and forbearance. May our Associa- 
tion live long and prosper. 

The secretary reported that the various 
committees have done excellent work, 
each in its own sphere. 

The Legislative Committee strove to 
get one change to the criminal code, but 
for various reasons action on it was post- 
poned until this coming season, and that 
they had in preparation another which 
will prevent, if possible, the selling out 
in bulk of stock out of the usual course 
of business. 

The Investigating and Prosecuting 
Committee, while not having done as 
successfully as they desired, reported 
that they have prevented six parties 
taking advantage of the bankruptcy bill 
and have others under way on the same 
lines. That under the State laws they 
brought a party back from Indianapolis 
who is now «ut on bail, and they trust 
that during the October session of the 
courts an example will be made of him 
and his dishonesty. 

The Membership Committee report 
seventy-three accessions to the ranks. 
The new president, Mr. Bartindale, then 
made his address as follows: 

A little over four years ago a few men 
who were not satisfied with the condi- 
tions as existing at that time among 
Credit Men met at the Astor House and 
consulted as to what could be done to- 
ward getting the Credit Men of the coun- 
try in touch with one another, and the 
honor roll is as follows: 

Robert T. Fowler, O. G. Fessenden, T. 
A. Adams, Samuel 8S. Conover, George B. 
Aaron, F. R. Boocock, C. I. Lightstone, 
Charles E. Meek, J. Sinsheimer. 

Our present association is the outcome, 
and its objects are described as follows: 

This association is organized for pro- 
tective and educational purposes; to 
combine the intelligence and influence of 
members for protection against imposi- 
tion and fraud; to agitate and effect 
changes in the laws of the various States 
and the United States to the end of uni- 
formity of statutes and protection of 
creditors against abuses now prevalent; 
to punish commercial fraud whenever 
legally possible; to bring about mutual 
improvements in the customs and usages 
of trade, and to establish closer ties of 
business association to the end that the 
welfare of all may be the more highly 
conserved. 

You will hear from a gentleman more 
able than I am what has been done and 
what we propose to do in the future—that 
is, regarding the New York Association. 
During 1895 thirty-three persons were ad- 
mitted as members, and a very consid- 
erable portion of those are still with us. 
The increase in membership has been 
fairly rapid, and to-day we have over 
four hundred members, representing 
about all the different lines of business, 
as well as a number of moneyed institu- 
tions. This, however, is not satisfactory 
to those members who take an active 
part in the work, as we feel that in this 
great city of New York our association 
should have a membership of at least 
one thousand. Our secretary, Mr. Say- 
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ers, will be pleased to receive from any 
one of the gentlemen present the name 
or names of their friends that are eligi- 
ble for membership, and I trust that each 
of you will leave the room to-night with 
the determination to assist in increasing 
our membership, and also to take a more 
active interest in the work. 

We have not, as yet, been successful 
in getting any of the bills framed by our 
Legislative Committee through the Al- 
bany Legislature, but propose to con- 
tinue our efforts in that direction, and 
believe that with the influence of our as- 
sociation, together with those merchants 
who are favorably disposed toward us, 
we will eventually be able to get such 
bills passed as we know are right and 
proper to be or the statute books. We 
have asked for nothing that is unrea- 
sonable, and know full well that we can- 
not enact laws that will make a dishon- 
est man honest, but we will endeavor to 
get such laws enacted as will hamper a 
dishonest man in his evil purposes. 

Our Investigating Committee, in con- 
nection with the association, will take 
up and prosecute through our attorneys 
such cases aS may be reported to them 
whenever sufficient evidence of fraud 
can be had, to the end that dishonest 
and fraudulent failures will be more dif- 
ficult to accomplish than they have been 
heretofore. Every Credit Man knows 
how easy it is for a party contemplating 
failure to so arrange his affairs as to be 
entirely within the pale of the law, and 
when disaster comes there is but little 
left for the creditors. Our present bank- 
ruptcy law, while it has been a benefit 
in some directions, does not meet our 
requirements, and our local association 
will assist in every way possible with its 
different committees and officers of the 
National Association in endeavoring to 
get such amendments to our bankruptcy 
law as we believe are required. 

I am pleased to see so many of you 
gentlemen here to-night, and trust that 
we may more frequently than in the past 
have these social gatherings. 

We have with us to-night a gentleman 
who is well known to the Credit Men 
through the country, and he to-day oc- 
cupies the position of President of the 
National Association, and I now intro- 
duce to you the Hon. John Field, of 
Philadelphia. 

The president then introduced Hon. 
John Field, president of the National As- 
sociation, who delivered a short address. 

He was succeeded by Mr. N. C. Fowler, 
Jr., of Boston, who gave a lengthy expo- 
sition on the “Credit Man’s Relation to 
Business.”’ 

He was followed by some happy re- 
marks of Mr. Hugo Kanzler on the ques- 
tion of raising a permanent fund of $10,- 
000 for the use of the Investigating Com- 
mittee and for the better opportunity of 
following up and punishing dishonest 
debtors. 

Remarks pertinent to the occasion were 
also made by Mr. Daniel Morse of Morse 
& Rogers, W. A. H. Bogardus of the Tu- 
bular Dispatch Co.; Wm. A. Prendergast, 
the new secretary of the National Asso- 
ciation; F. R. Boocock, the ex-Secretary 
of the National Association, and Robert 
T. Fowler, one of the original nine who 
formed the association. 

The following were some of the gen- 
tlemen present: 


R. B. Minis, Thos. J. Lewis and A. §. 
Post (Merchants’ Nat. Bank); W. E. 
Purdy (Chase Nat. Bank), C. S. Young 
(Central Nat. Bank), O. I. Pilat (Fifth 
Avenue Bank), R. V. Poor (The Garfield 
Nat. Bank), Chester Billings, T. H. Bar- 
tindale, A, E. Patterson, W. S. Lawrence, 
D,. P. Morse and Wiman Smith (Morse & 
Rogers); D. Seymour Marsh (Library 
Bureau), Wm. G. Bartindale (Library 
Bureau), J. J. W. Stone (Lawyers’ Guar- 
antee Co.), W. P. Jeffery (R. H. Macy & 
Co.), J. W. Bartindale, David Carlisle, 
George W. Davis, Nath’l Fisher, O. G. 
ge ey (Hayden W. Wheeler & Co.), 

W. Lester (Crofut & Knapp Co.), 
Dante T. Merritt (Merritt, Elliott & Co.), 
. R. Booccok (H. W. John’s Mfg. Co.), 





Hugo Kanzler & Wm. Wohlhagen ag 
ser Bros.), Einstein, Wolff & Co., J. M. 
Tallman (J. H. Lane & Co.), A. C. ‘Trow- 
bridge (James Talcott), William P. Reilly 
(Nat. Shoe and Leather Bank), Robert 
T. Fowler & H. J. Russel (B. Altman & 
Co.), D, Coleman and William Trevor, F. 
Cc. Travers and V. P. Travers (Travers 
Bros.), Wm, F. Marsh and A. J. Bouton 
(Austin, Nichols & Co.), W. Wesendonck 
and R. R. Pentecost (Wesenconck, Lo- 
renz & Co.), F. E. Lally (Crane Com- 
pany), Edward Meyer (Russell & Erwin 
Mfg. Co.), A. H. Watson and J. L. Por- 
ter (Watson, Porter, Giles & Co.), W. T. 
Bingham (Lawrence & Co.), T. M. Brown 
(Manhattan Shoe Co.), M. E. Bannin 
(Converse, Stanton & Co.), C. D. Porter 
(fF. W. Devoe and C, T. Raynolds Co.), 
W. A. H, Bogardus (Tubular Dispatch 
Co.), Otto A. Strecker (Abegg & Rusch), 
Edwin Allaire (R. E. Bonar & Co.), S. D. 
Conger and W. R. Kimball (Maurice 
Comprecht), Edward Hiler (Bacon & 
Co.), Charles E. Meek (National Lead 
Co.), David J. McKenna and H. 8S. Hut- 
kamp (The Gilbert Mfg. Co.), R. G. Da- 
visson (John Pullman & Co.), Eugene 
Galland (Galland Bros.), M. Porter Tut- 
tle (Copeland, Pray & Tuttle), Fred M. 
Van Houten and Frank A. Hoemmger 
(Van Houten Bros. Jewelry Co.), W. E. 
Clarke (O. H. Hayes & Co.), C. W. B. 
Fisher (The Kursheedt Mfg. Co.), Mar- 
tin H. Wilckens and M. Colin C. Duncan 
(Weld, Colburn & Wilckens), William A. 
Prendergast, E. E. Huber (Eberhard 
Faber), Oscar Warner (R. E. Dietz & 
Co.), Charles B. Morris (Chas. B. Morris 
& Co.), D. W. Thomas (Wm. F. Baker 
Co.), C. H. Ruhl (Favor, Ruhl & Co.), 
Lorin Clark (A. Richards & Co.), A. L. 
Phipps (American Lithographic Co.), H 
L. Camp and E. P. Camp (Hodgman 
Rubber Co.), Max Goebel, G. Gardner 
and H. Horford (J. L. Mott Iron Works), 
Joseph Seeman, Charles Biggs and oth- 
ers. 

This was'by far the most successful 
meeting and dinner that the New York 
association has had, and will be pro- 
ductive of a vast amount of good in fur- 
thering the objects of the association, 
increasing its membership and making 
bonds of fellowship between Credit Men 
the stronger. 


LAW SCHOOLS. 


Chieago Law School. 


The Alumni Association of the Chicago 
Law School gave a reception in honor of 
the faculty, the undergraduate students 
and friends of the institution on Septem- 
ber 5. at the Sherman House. Addresses 
were made by Judge R. S. Tuthill, Bishop 
Fallows, C. Porter Johnson, Dr. 8S. V. 
Clevenger, William Parker, Leander 
Condee, D. K. Tome, George W. War- 
velle, Edward L, Reeves, Kennett Mc- 
Ara, S. W. King and Leonard Tillotson, 


North Dakota University School of 
Law. 


A law school is to be established at 
the State University next year. The 
course will be of two-years, with Guy C. 
H,. Corliss as dean. The school will be 
held within the city, at the same time 
being in direct connection with the insti- 
tution. A long list of lecturers have been 
secured for the year from different parts 
of the State. 


Ohio University Department of Law. 

The State University is to occupy new 
quarters for this year’s work. For some 
time past a great amount of pressure has 
been brought to bear on the university 
authorities for more commodious and 
pleasant rooms for the use of the law 
students, and recently the change was 
granted, 

Instead of reciting in the basement of 
Orton Hall, they will now occupy the 
entire first floor of the east end of the 
main building. Heretofore these rooms 
have been used for the recitation in his- 
tory and for the executive office. 








The executive office will be moved back 
to 7 Hea ag rope gered mmnpetin fos g 
building, while the cog a ret- 
erence room will take its place. 


Denver Law School. 


Lucius W. Hoyt, secretary of the fac- 
ulty of the Denver Law School of Den- 
ver University, has issued a statement 
giving what has been accomplished by 
the graduates of that school since the 
creation of the State Board of Law Ex- 
aminers, in September, 1897. Since then 
the graduates have competed in two ex- 
aminations, In the June, 1898, examina- 
tion, the average per cent. of the Den- 
ver Law School graduates was 82.5; of 
the Law School of the University of 
Colorado, 82; all other law schools in the 
State, 76. In the June, 1899, examination 
the results were: Denver Law School 
84.6; University of Colorado, 79; ali 
others, 84.4. The circular continues: 

“The 84.4 per cent, includes the work 
of graduates of the law departments of 
University of Michigan, University of 
Wisconsin, Columbian University, Yale 
University and the New York Law 
School, all but the last having three- 
year courses. The change to a three- 
year course in our school was not made 
until last fall, and our graduates, there- 
fore, had taken only a two-year course. 

“In the first. examination thirty-eight 
applied for admission, and our gradu- 
ates took the first four places, and ten 
of the first fourteen. 

“In the last examination fifty-three 
applied, and ovr graduates took first 
and fourth places and seven of the 
thirteen places. Second and _ third 
places were taken by graduates of East- 
ern three-year schools. 

“In the two examinations mentioned, 
only 3% per cent. of the law school grad- 
uates failed, while 41 per cent. of those 
who studied in offices failed. None of 
our graduates have failed.” 


Iowa College of Law. 


The Iowa College of Law of Drake 
University began lectures at its rooms on 
Mulberry street on Sept. 1. The school 
starts out with its usual gain of 30 per 
cent. in the number of students. The 
management has gained a wide reputa- 
tion for doing thorough work, and this 
is the secret of the rapid growth of the 
school. 

Yale Law School. 

The foundations are now completed for 
the front addition to the new Yale Law 
School building in New Haven, which is 
to be built according to the original 
plans. The building was made possible 
through the generosity of John W. Hen- 
drie, of South Beach, who, in all, has 
given $35,000. The entire building will 
cost about $100,000. 

The stone front will be of light Indiana 
stone. The main entrance will be through 
an archway at the eastern end. There 
will be two large lecture rooms in the 
addition, a general consulting room and 
a reading room. The present office will 
become a part of the main hallway and 
the office will be transferred to the addi- 
tion. The building will be one of the 
handsomest in New Haven. 


University of North Carolina—Depart- 
ment of Law. 

James C. McRae of Raleigh has been 
chosen professor of law at the Univer- 
sity of North Carolina. Mr. McRae has 
served on the Superior and Supreme 
Court benches in his State, and is an ex- 
member of Congress. 


University of Louisville—Department 
of Law. 

The fifty-fourth session of the Law De- 
partment of the University of Louisville. 
better known as the Louisville Law 
School, begins Monday, Oct. 2. At last 
year’s session of the school there were 
enrolled seventy-one students, about one- 
half of whom were from other cities. 
This year’s attendance is expected to be 
the largest in the history of the institu- 
tion, as it is becoming more widely 
known each year. 
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The instructors of the school are Judge 
‘W. Overton Harris, professor of law, of 
teal property and ‘torts; Judge Emmet 
Field, professor of pleading, evidence and 
contracts; Judge C. B, Seymour, profes- 
sor of equity jurisprudence, mercantile 
law and constitutional law. In addition 
to his other duties Judge Harris acts as 
dean of the school, 


Mercer Law School. 

William H. Felton, Jr., of the Macon 
Superior Circuit Court, has been elected 
a member of the law faculty of Mercer 
University, to succeed Walter B. Hill, 
who resigned when elected chancellor of 
the State University. 

The faculty of Mercer, as now com- 
pleted, consists of Judge Emory Speer, 
of the United States Court, chairman 
constitutional and international law and 
federal practice; Judge William H. Fel- 
ton, Jr., the principles of evidence, crim- 
inal law and practice, the criminal] code; 
Olin J. Wimberly, of the Macon Bar, 
equity, jurisprudence, pleading, code of 
practice; Clem P. Steed, of the Macon 
Bar, common and statute law, the civil 
code. 

NASHVILLE COLLEGE OF 


4 School of Diplomacy. 


The Nashville College of Law of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., is taking a step in advance 
of other Southern law schools in the es- 
tablishment of a School of Diplomacy, 
the object of which is to afford an op- 
portunity for extended research in Amer- 
ican diplomacy. The new position in the 
affairs of the world now occupied by 
America demands that the young men 
and women of the New World shall be 
trained to cope with the brightest and 
shrewdest minds of the Old. The design 
is to afford a training in the subjects of 
higher legal knowledge and history, 
science and practice of diplomacy. Its 
courses, therefore, will appeal to the law- 
yer, to the student of jurisprudence and 
to persons who desire to enter the diplo- 
matic and consular service. 

The executive faculty will be composed 
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of the president, dean and professors, 
who will conduct the study by lectures, 
special courses f reading and general 
discussions. 

Special lectures will also be offered 
wpon different branches of the general 
subjects, each of these lectures to be also 
followed by a discussion conducted by 


the professor in charge. 

At the conclusion of each subject there 
will be a written examination. Subjects 
will be studied historically and compara- 
tively and with a view to arriving at the 
present state of the law of diplomacy. 

Comparative jurisprudence will be a 
study of the political structure and con- 
stitution of all the great modern States, 
embracing the constitutional systems of 
the United States, England, France, Ger- 
many and Italy; the relations of Eng- 
land to her colonial empire; the federal 
system existing in Canada; the two great 
systems of jurisprudence which govern 
the international relations of these great 
nations—the Roman or civil law and the 
English common law; also a study of 
the special statutory laws which have a 
decided bearing upon the exercise of na- 
tional power, and which affect the rela- 
tions of nations with each other, a spe- 
cial lecturer being selected for each coun- 
try who is familiar with its jurispru- 
dence. 

The subject of diplomacy will be stud- 
fed with reference to the relations exist- 
ing between nations; international trade 
—how it is carried on and developed un- 
der national protection and treaties; the 
organization of the diplomatic service— 
its general powers and the extent of its 
jurisdiction; diplomatic agents—their 
powers and duties, consultation of 
boards of arbitration, and practice before 
these high tribunals; declarations of war, 
recognition of international boundary 
lines, rights and recognition of belliger- 
ents, and the severance of diplomatic re- 
lations; in fact, it is intended that every 
subject which tends to make a diplomat 
shall be discussed systematically. Stu- 
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dents who have taken the degr« 


of D. C. 
L, in the Law School or ther col- 
lege requiring an equal am t of study 
for the degree, and all others who pass 
a satisfactory examination fore the 
Faculty of the school, d to ad- 
mission as candidates for t} legree of 
Doctor ‘of Laws. 

All students who have taken the degree 
of Master of Laws, or Doctor of Civic 
Law in this Law School or iny other 
college of good standing receive 
credit in the School of Diplomacy for any 
of the subjects included ir curricu- 
lum upon which they pass atisfactory 
examination, and upon the vletion of 
the remainder of the cours be en- 
titled to receive the degree of Doctor of 
Laws. The course in Diplomacy em- 
braces: 

1. Comparative Constitut il Law. 

This course contemplates examina- 
tion of the nature and funct of the 
State, and a comparative study of the 
political history of the chief European 
States, including Great Britain, France 
and Germany. 

2. History of Constitutional Law. 

The great charters of English constitu- 
tional liberty are carefully studied and 
special attention given to the organiza- 
tion and administrative system of the 
British Empire. The features of the Eng- 
lish Constitution, which have been car- 
ried over into constitutions of America 
will form the subjects for special study. 
Lectures will be given during the course 
on War, Martial Law, Public Finance, 
Interstate Comity, Legislative Powers 
and Limitations. ; 

3. American Diplomacy. 

In the study of American diplomacy, 

especial attention is given to the his- 


tory and method of the diplomacy of the 
United States. The course cornprehends 
(1) the Revolutionary period; (2) from the 


Treaty of Peace (1783) to the end of the 
War of 1812; (3) the period intervening 
between the War of 1812 and the begin- 


ning of the Civil War; (4) from the begin- 
ning of the Civil War to the war with 
Spain; (5) from the war with Spain to 
the present time. 
4. International Diplomacy. 

International law will be studied with 
reference to its sources, principles, rules, 
political standard to which it seeks to 
cenform, modern tendencies, the tribun- 
als for and international arbitration. 

The source and principles of interna- 
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tional law will be studied and applica- 
tions made to the consideration of cur- 
rent questions, nature of international 
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law, commencement and recognition of 
new States, territorial jurisdiction, juris- 
diction on the high seas, international re- 
lations in war, neutrality, contraband, 
blockade, visit and search, modern inter- 
national law, law of peace and war, mod- 
ern diplomacy, the Monroe doctrine; in- 
ternational code. The leading cases will 
be analyzed and the forms and agencies 
of diplomatic actions examined. 
5. Historical jurisprudence. 

The sources and principles of jurispru- 
dence, the relation of jurisprudence to 
other sciences, the analysis, classification 
and grouping of legal concepts. 

The place of jurisprudence as one of the 
social sciences is defined and the value 
and importance of the data furnished by 
jurisprudence to explain social phenome- 
na is emphasized 

6. Philosophy of Law, 

This course combines the comparative, 
historical, critical, and constructive 
methods. It begins with the elementary 
forms of law and of law maxims, presents 
the principles of the Mosaic law, dis- 
cusses the theories of Plato and Aristotle 
on justice and government, characterizes 
the Roman law and its relation to the 
Canon law; presents the English, French 
and German theories on law; philosophy 
of parliamentary law, and its effect on 
society and government; describes the 
methods of historical and comparative 
jurisprudence; gives in outline a new sys- 
tem of legal sciences, and, in conclusion, 
shows the relation of ther to all other 
spheres. 


Omaha School of Law. 


We are in receipt of the official an- 
nouncement for 1899-1900 of the foregoing 
law school, by which it appears that it 
has been in existence in the city of 
Omaha for some ten years as a voluntary 
crganization. Early in the Fall of 1897 it 
Was incorporated under the laws of the 
State of Nebraska. It is now a night 
school. The instructors are competent, 
capable attorneys of the Omaha bar. 

Young men employed in offices during 
the day have entered this school and re- 
ceived as thorough a course of study as a 
night school permits. Those who cannoi 
find it convenient to devote their entire 
time to the study of law cannot do bet- 
ter than to enter this school. 

Examinations for degrees are conduct- 
ed by the school. Examinations for ad- 
mission to the bar are conducted by a 
commission appointed by the Supreme 
Court, and are held at Lincoln, Neb. 

Since incorporation two classes have 
been graduated. The following is a list of 
the faculty and lecturers: Hon. T. J. Ma- 
honey, LL.B., Dean, ex-County Attorney 
Douglas County; Hon. Ben. S. Baker, B. 
D., LL. B,, District Judge of Nebraska, 
ex-United States District Attorney; Hon. 
Irving F. Baxter, County Judge of Doug- 
las County; J. J. Boucher, Chas. Battelle, 
LL. B.; John W. Battin, Ph. B.; T. W. 
Blackburn, Arthur H. Burnett, LL. B.; 
Hon. Lee Estelle, ex-District Judge of 
Nebraska, ex-County Attorney Douglas 
County; Hon. Jacob Fawcett, District 
Judge of Nebraska; Hon. C. J. Greene, 
Hon. William F. Gurley, C. E. Herring, 
LL. M.; Charles W. Haller, Frank Heller, 
E. C. Hodder, LL. B.; A. W. Jefferis, D. 
L. Johnson, A. M.; Hon. W. W. Keysor, 
A. M., LL. B., District Judge of Nebras- 
ka; Howard Kennedy, Jr.; Charles 8. Lo- 
bingier, M. A., LL. B.; Hon. W. D. Mc- 
Hugh, ex-United States District Judge, 
Henry W. Pennock, B. M. E.; Guy R. C. 
Read, Hon. W. W. Slabaugh, A. B., B. &., 
District Judge of Nebraska; J. B. Sheean, 
A. B.; Hon. J. M. Woolworth, B. C. ; 
Edward M. Wellman, LL. B.; H. A. 
Whipple, LL. B. 
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LAWYERS IN TROUBLE. 


The order of the Secretary of the In- 
terior disbarring Samuel M. Mann, of 
Quincy, Ill., from practice before the In- 
terior Department has just been revoked, 
and Mr. Mann will hereafter be recog- 
nized as an attorney of good standing. 





The fact that no less than sixty-three 
pension attorneys have been disbarred 
and ten more suspended is one of the 
pleasing features of the report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions for the year 
ending June 30, 1899. There are now 
1,163 of these pension attorneys under 
ban. Although 40,991 names were added 
to the pension rolls during the year, 
there were 43,186 dropped, so that the list 
shows a reduction of 2,195; but there are 
still 991,519 remaining. 


Judge Leathers recently, after hearing 
evidence, entered an order disbarring 
J. Vance Lewis, until a short time 
ago a colored lawyer of Indianapolis, 
Ind., from practice in the courts of 
Marion County. The contempt pro- 
ceedings against Lewis were continued 
indefinitely. Lewis, for the purpose of 
securing a divorce for a client, intro- 
duced into the case a fictitious defend- 
ant and suborned the woman to commit 
perjury. He was arrested, but upon his 
promise to at once leave the city he was 
released by Judge Alford, of the Crimi- 
nal Court. 


W. R. McCormick, a Pittsburg lawyer, 
who has been living on a farm near 
Mars, has been placed in jail as the de- 
fendant in two suits. One is a libel suit 
brought by Henry Roberts, of Pittsburg, 
its foundatiom being a letter written and 
July 24 last, in which, it is charged, he said 
July 24 last, which, it is charged, said 
Roberts was a liar and other bad things. 
The plaintiff in the second suit is Mr. 
Roberts’ granddaughter, Miss Holmes, by 
her father and next best friend, H. E. 
Holmes. This suit also asks for damages 
sustained by reason of a letter written 
by McCormick to Cote in November, 
1898, in which reflections were cast on 
Miss HoOlmes’ reputation. McCormick 
was held in $1,000 bail in each case. 


Among the 117 indictments found by 
the Kennebec Grand Jury on Sept. 9 was 
one against Eugene W. Whitehouse, a 
prominent lawyer of Augusta, on: the 
charge of embezzlement, Mr. Whitehouse 
was appointed guardian of Chas. A. 
Prescott, grandson and heir of the late 
Patrick Mahoney, several years ago. As 
guardian, $2,500 was placed in his care 
to be given the boy when he became of 
age. Mr. Prescott is now 25 years of age, 
and says that he has long been trying to 
effect a settlement, but without success. 
His attorneys recently brought suit 
against the estates of the two bondsmen, 
William H, Libby and Robert L. Clark. 
The Clark estate is impoverished and 
the Libby estate has entered litigation to 
compel payment by the guardian. 


Two Washington patent attorneys have 
been disbarred from practice before the 
patent office. They are C. B. Woodbury 
and Charles J. Gooch. The order disbar- 
ring them says “for gross misconduct.” 
Assistant Commissioner Greeley said 
that the “gross misconduct” charged was 
the failure of the attorneys in question 
to pay into the patent office the gov- 
ernment fees they had received from 
their clients. Less than $1,000 in both 
cases covers thé loss. The failure of at- 
torneys to pay the government fee is a 
serious matter for the inventor. It is not 
the monetary loss that counts so much 
as the liability of the inventor to lose 
his patent. When the notice of an “al- 
lowance” is received it is the duty of the 
attorney to pay in the final government 
fee of $20 and have the patent issue, If 
this is delayed trouble is likely to ensue. 
This is equally true of the first fee. If 
this is not paid with the filing of the ap- 
plication the latter becomes valueless. 
In the case of a valuable invention it 
can be readily seen how much damage 
could ensue by reason of this omission 
through carelessness or deliberate in- 
tent. 





William J. Hawkins, of Rochester, has 
been arrested on a warrant charging him 
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with grand larceny in the second degree, 
in. stealing $50 from Mrs. Dina Stoffel, of 
No. 700 Clinton avenue north, one of his 
clients. The name of Lawyer ‘Josiah Sul- 
livan, Hawkins’ former law partner, who 
is supposed to have committed suicide on 
the evening of July 25 by jumping from 
a Fall River steamer into Long Island 
Sound, also figures in the case. 

Hawkins was arrested on July 22 last 
on a charge of obtaining from Mrs. Mar- 
garet A. Preston the sum of $5,100 on 
two mortgages, to which he forged the 
name of one of his women clients, Mrs. 
Margaret A. Bruff. : 

The present case is a somewhat com- 
plicated one. Mrs. Stoffel alleges that 
Lawyer Sullivan had not accounted to 
her before his death for sums aggregat- 
ing about $900; also that Hawkins, 
though she accused him of stealing but 
$50 from her, is further indebted to her 
to the extent of $150 or thereabouts. The 
affidavit which was sworn to by her in 
making application for the warrant for 
Hawkins’ arrest is as follows: 

Dina Stoffel, being duly sworn, says 
she resides at the city of Rochester; that 
on or about the 27th day of April, 1899, 
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in said city aforesaid, divers goods, chat- 
tels, money and property of the depon- 
ent of the kind, description and value as 
follows, to wit, fifty dollars lawful money 
of the United States of America, were 
feloniously taken and stolen and carried 
away from the possession of the depo- 
nent by one William J. Hawkins, by the 
gaid Hawkins appropriating the same to 
his own use and withholding from this 
deponent, who was then and there the 
true owner thereof; the said Hawkins be- 
ing then and there an attorney and coun- 
selor at law of the Supreme Court of the 
State of New York, and having the mon- 
possession, 
custody and control, as servant, attor- 
ney and agent of this deponent; and he, 
the said Hawkins, then and there appro- 
priated the same to his own use with 
intent to deprive this deponent of the 
said moneys and the use and benefit 


eys then and there in his 


thereof.” 


RECENT DEATHS. 
Se i 


ARKANSAS. 
Judge W. H. Cate, Jonesboro. 
CALIFO TA, 
Judge D. C. Collier, San Diego. 
Judge A. S. Kittredge, San Jose, 
Horace L. Smith, Hanford. 
COLORADO. 
Judge Thomas J. Drumm, Denver. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Cc. Orton Brown, Washington. 
GEORGIA, 
J. Chesney Smith, Griffin. 
ILLINOIS. 
Chester A. Babcock, Quincy. 
sebee Reynolds, Chicago. 
E. hittlesy, Chicago. 
Judge William N. Grover, Warsaw. 
INDIANA. 
Hon. Samuel M. Huston, Terre Haute. 
IOWA. 
Samuel Day, Sioux City. 
Wm, B. Tredway, Sioux City. 
KENTUCKY. 
James Burchell, Harlan. 
Judge Henry Childers, Williamstown. 
LOUISIANA. 
Judge Thos. B. Brooks, New Orleans. 
E. W. Huntington, New Orleans, 
MAINE. 
Emery Boardman, Belfast. 
Judge Seward Smith Stearns, Norway. 
Abner Oakes, South Berwick. 
MARYLAND. 
John Van Lear Graham, Baltimore. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
John E. Stapleton, Jr., Holyoke. 
Hon. Chas, Endicott, Boston, 
MICHIGAN, 
H. A. Fletcher, Grand Rapids. 
Volney H. Lockwood, Kalamazoo, 
MINNESOTA, 
Perry B. Smith, Stillwater. 
Hon. John P. Williams, Fergus Falls. 
Josiah F. Winship, Winnebago City. 
Johnson W. Straight, St. Paul. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Judge W. B. Sloan, Coldwater. 
MISSOURI. 
Chas. W. Blair, Kansas City. 
N. R. Cook, Rushville. 
Harvey Murray, Springfield. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
John E. Gardner, Exeter. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Jos. R. Runyon, Plainfield. 
NEW YORK. 
Everett A. Carpenter, Sag Harbor. 
James Briggs, Rochester. 
D,. 8. Tuttle, Rochester. 
Axel Johnson, Jamestown, 
Wallace Sheldon, Millerton. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
Col. Thomas Wright Sprague, Wrightsville. 
OHIO. . 
B. Potter Dustin, Cincinnati. 
Judge J. E. Ingersoll, Cleveland. 
Robert Lindeman, Cincinnati. 
Everett Hobart, Cincinnati. 
Judge Emery Whitacre, Marysville. 
OKLAHOMA, 
Henry Cook, Guthrie 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Judge Herman Hamburger, North Wales. 
J. 8. L. Cummings, Lancaster. 
Harry F. Kramer, Allentown. 
Joseph Beatty Powell, Shadeland. 
Judge Benjamin M. Peck, Towanda. 
RHODE ISLAND, 
Hon, J. B, Eustis, Newport. 
Elisha Capron Mowry, Providence. 





Judge Richard Broadhead Westbrook, Burrill- 


ville. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Samuel Lord, Charleston. 
TENNESSEE. 
Judge H. B. Folk, Brownsville. 


Judge Randolph Tucker, Chattanooga. 

W. N. Clarkson, Rogersville. 

J. W. Wickware, Nashville. 

Col, Edward Frederick Adams, Memphis. 

TEXAS. 

John J. Walters, San Saba. 

Jarvis B. Buxton, Waco. 

Judge Isaac Lindley,. Denison 

Judge I. B,. McFarland, Rockport. 
VIRGINIA. 

John H. Greene, Alexandria. 

Hon. Eugene B. Gere, Bealeton. 

N. Hardin Massie, Danville. 
WISCONSIN 

Morgan L, Holmes, Waukesha. 

Charles A. Roberts, Viroqua. 

Col. Warham Parks, Oconomowoe. 
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in proportion. 
. Uniess ciherwise stated, 
answers to be care AMERICAN LAWYER’S 
AGENCY, Box 411. New York City. 


A® ATTORNEY in the interior of Pennsylvania, 

one of the leading members of the Bar, with over 
20 years experience in active practice, in the prepara- 
tion and trial of nearly every variety of causes, and 
controlling valuable —-_ wishes to locate in the 
city, and would be pleased to open communication 
with some city lawyer or firm, having a large practice, 
with a view to form a connection. A}! correspondence 
to be considered confidential. Address “ Country 
LAWYER,” care of American Lawyers’ Agency, P. O. 
Box 411, New York City. 


Fok SALE—General law practice, library and office 

furniture for sale in a thriving county seat in 
Eastern Kansas. For particulars address ‘ Oppor- 
TUNITY,” care American Lawyers’ Agency, P. 0. Box 
411, New York City. 


} OR SALE.—Established Jaw and collection office in 

one of the best county seat towns of 1600 a 
tion in Nebraska. Will sel] with or without office 
furniture and library of 200 volumes. Will remain 
with purchaser till January 1, 1900. Can furnish use 
of library, &c., for a year if necessary. Excellent 
chance for a young man of some experience. Best of 
reasons for selling. Address “‘H. L. T.” care Ameri- 
can Lawyers’ Agency, P. O. Box 411, New York City. 


ANTED.—A law er. Have lived m place 
eighteen years; have good library and 
practice; am 60 and want active, indus 
young man, who is willing to work, and can take 
charge of trial practice ; will sell an undivided halfin- 
terest in library, office furniture &c., and give equal 
share in business. Town is county seat, 1,200 popula- 
tion, on C. M. & St. P.R. R. in South Dakota Address 
“M. O. R.”, care American Lawyers’ Agency, P. O. 
Box 411, New York City. 




















PATENT ATTORNEYS, | 


as counsel to practising attorneys in patent 





In many States of the Union laws have been enacted 
oes to be 7 
States, and affixing certain for non-com- 


spective should have some trustworthy method 
Sats denen of tts hey tas egal op 





are 

ere it is of such corporations to open an 
office in the State, arrangements can be made 
with the attorneys in such States to utilize their office 


be less than $10, nor more than $25 per annum. 
The neglect to attend to those matters may 
such or corporations of the right to do - 


Alabama—Gunter& Gunter, MosesBldg, Mon’ 

Arizona— 

Arkansas—P. C. FISHER, 600 Garrison ave., Fort 
Smith. 


Dh py ey & GALLAGHER: (James G. Ma- 
re, ex: gressman; James L. Gallagher, ex-Ci 

and County Attorney), 407-8-9 Parrott Building, 
San Francisco. 


Colorado— 


Connecticut— Chas. Kleiner, 309-310 Exchange Bldg, 
New Haven. 


Delaware— 


Florida— William Fisher, 204% South Palafox st., 
Pensacola. 


Georgia— 
Idaho— 
Tllinois— 


Indiana— Morris. Newberger & Curtis, Commercial 
Building, Indianapolis. 
Iowa— 


SE ea 


Kansas— 
Kentucky—Pirtle & Trabue, Columbia Bldg, Louis- 


Louisiana— 

Maine 

—_y- eee & HODSON, 6 Lexington stret, 
timore. 


East, 
Massachusetts— 


Michigan—SAYLES, WOOD & HAMMOND, 10 Butl 
Building, Detroit. i 2 


Minnesota—Fifield, Fletcher & Fifield, 920-930 Lum- 
ber Exchange, Minneapolis. 


Missouri—Ames & Jones, American Bank Bldg, 
Kansas City. 


Montana— 

Nebraska— 

New Jersey—THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 
New Mexico— 


New York—THE COUNSELORS BUREAU, 52 William 
street, New York. 


North Carolina— 

North Dakota—BANGS & GUTHRIE, Grand Forke. 

Ohio— William T. McClure, King Bldg, Columbus. 

Oregon— PIPES & TIFFT, 708-711 Chamber of Com- 
merce, Portland. 


Pennsylvania— Frank E. Boyle, Burr Bldg, Scranton. 
Rhode Island— 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. South Carolina— 
WASHINGTON (Washington Co.) _ South Dakota— 
LAWSON & CO., 312 Indiana ave. Patents and Tennessee— 
patent causes. [[§* Associate work in both T, 
office and court practice given prompt attention. = 
O'Meara & Co., 813G st., N. W. RefertoColam.| Utah— 
bia National Bank. Vermont— Dillingham, Huse & Howland, Montpelier. 
ILLINOIS. Virginia— 
CHICAGO (Cost Oo) Ww 
CHARLES TURNER BROWN, 79 Dearborn st. Acta 


West Virginia—MERRICK & SMITH, Parkersburg. 








eauses. All conveniences for taking depositions 


Wisconsin— Chas. H. Hamilton, City Hall, Milwaukee, 
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LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


IN UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE. 


6” Representation in this list will be given 
accredited attorneys en favorable terms. 





ALABAMA. 

Athens* (Limestone).................-- W. R. WALKER 
Commercial law and collections. Refers to Bank 
of Athens. 

Attalla (Etowah) ...................... $8. W. Johnston 
Refers to Bank of Attalla. 

Bessemer (Jefferson) ................-«0--- J. A. Estes 

ion Ww. * CHAMBLEE, Chalifoux Bite Refers to 
National Bank of Birmingham 


JOHN ne — Steiner Bldg. Refers ‘to Steiner 
Bros., Alabama National Bank and 





toy 

RICHARD STOUTZ (Successor to Clark &Clark) 
offices 17 N. —e st. —— a specialty. 
General | law tions taken Re. 

od LA First ational Ben and Wm. H. Lein- 


& Son, bankers. 

VAUGHAN & GAILLARD, 65 St. Francis street. 
Practice in a!l courts, State and United States. 
Prempt and persistent attention given to col- 

lection and = 1 


and pen ye 
tional and People's ‘Banks, Mobile. Elsewhere: 
Bradstreet, Hubbell, Collector and Commercial 
Lawyer, pom Sone ‘Adjuster, North American 
Mercantile Agency, Attorneys’ The American 
Law List. 

Montgomery” (Montgomery) ..........- W. M. BLAKEY 
Attorney at law and notary public, 40}, Commerce 
at. S attention to commercial collections. 
Refers to Bank of Montgomery, Chandler & Dou- 
gias, real estate and insurance. Attorney for Riv- 

erside Brick Co. Will represent foreign creditors 





in bankrupt proceedings. 

POOR i anc dncnsonsas beseudenie Barnes & Duke 
£ eS errr Jeffries & Jeftries 
Talladega* (Talladega) ..... ...... Wilbur T. Edwards 
Tuscaloosa* ( Poacves oster, Jones & Rather 
Tuscumbia* (Colbert)...............--- Kirk & Almon 
Tuskegee* (Macon) ............--++-- Charles W. Hare 
Uniontown" (Perry) ............-.- A. C. Davidson. Jr. 

ALASKA 
PR Riiisnttavercscsiccinusencavsses ’ Malony & Foote 
ARIZONA. 
Mesa City (Maricopa).... . ...........- A. P. Sherman 
Phoenix* (Maricopa) ...........-.. Arthur J. Edwards 
Prescott* (Yavapai)............... Robert E. Morrison 
Tombstone’ ( Roncneusccce ccsmbeue James Reilly 
Tempe (Maricopa)..............-.-.-- Send to Phoenix 
TeeseN* CPUMA)..ccccccccccccccoees -Barnes & Martin 
aaa Peter T. Robertson 


Refers to Hon. F. M. Doan, Judge Second Judicial 
District, Florence. 


ARKANSAS. 


Arkansas City* (Desha)............-.-.-. Henry Thane 
wa ag A (Benton) 


(Monroe)....... 
arkeehien (Johnson) . 


Eldorado* (Union). Sh aknebinnaaeesen’ 
Fayetteville* a scscthamninn aes L. W. Gregg 


Fort Smith* (Sebastian 

THOMAS BOLES. Land titles, estates and collec- 
tions, Bankruptcy cases, specialties. Refers 
to American National Bank. 

P.C. hr non 600 Garrison ave. Commercial, cor- 
poration ‘and real estate law. Special atten- 
tion to proceedings in bankruptcy and mer- 
cantile collections. 










wood* (Sebastian)........ ..........T. B. Pryor 
wets Geo. B. Pugh 





& Hudson 
& Son 
a County ani at aE Tass “aa 
. E. 

Thomas D. Hamilton 
* (Colusa) Weyand 

Refers to Colusa County Bank. 
Eureka* (Humbolt) ........ .....0----s0000- W. L. Daft 
Fresno* (Fresno) piiiinceeibegeseensewen A. M. Drew 
ae (Sonoma) ............. Moreland & Norton 
=" aULFOnD & a” roLtanD yh, yee Be ay Bullard 


th ase ot 
lag. at “Aserhege 
a, 
Water a Con- 


Sees cae 
WORKS & a LEE, ni to 425 Henne 
for National Bank of Californ 
Diego 





Dnccaccccescs OSCAR A. TRIPP 
it National Bank of San Diego. 


San Diego* (San 
Attorney for the 


FRANCISCO* (San Francisco) 
Bartlett & Bartlett, 530 California st. 
San Jose* (Santa Clara)....... sua de 8. McGinnis 


San Luis O (San LuisObispo). Wilcoxon & 
Santa Ana* (Orange).................-- 
Santa Barbara* (Santa Barbara)........... ’ 
Santa Cruz* (Santa Cruz).............. E. L. Williams 
Santa Rosa* (Sonoma) ...............--.-- . Miller 
Refers to Santa _— 
Stockton* (San Joaquin)...........-....- R. W. pe 
Salz Bldg Soler to acmeens & Merchants’ 
CRED cin cksccscenvcccsesczeses Davis & Allen 
Watsonville (Santa Cruz).......... Holbrook & Maher 
Refer to the Bank of Watsonville. 
Woodland* ( Sinigdse veotsencdtedeue A. M. De Hurst 
COLORADO. 
Amethyst (Mineral) ................- Albert L. Moses 
Aa * (Pitkin) . sisi Bae inthibenebeeupaees 
ham & oe Ferris Block. Refer to 
aso County Bank, First National and Ex- 
sae National Banks, all of ColoradoS 
Crags Creek (El Paso)..........-. Thomas omas 
efer to Bimetallic Bank of this place. 
Delta* (Delta) ........-..-..-.------- illard Fairlamb 


Refers to ae & Merchants’ Bank. 
Denver* (Arapahoe. 
KELLOGG, POST & SHELDON, 600 & 628 Ernest & 
Cranmer Bldg. References on application. 
LINDSEY & PARKS, 712-13-14 People’s Bank Bldg. 
References: The Western Bank, Denver, and 
Buffalo Commercial Bank, Buffalo, N.Y. 


COAL Os MacMILLAN, 815 to 817 Ernest & Cran- 


mer Bldg. Refers to First National Bank. 
(See card front page.) , 
Durango* (La Plata)................ Reese wiser 


Refers to the First National Bank. 





Eldora (Boulder) .........-.2.-2+- ««-+-- P. Lyons 
Grand Junction* (Mesa) ....... er a. oneny LIN 
Refers to any bank in Grand J uaction. 
Greeley* (Weld). ........2--0--eeeseeenes A. C. Patton 
Gunnison* (Gunnison)..............------- D. T. Sap 
Lake City* (Hinsdale) ine Sees ssbpenathe G..D. Bardwe 
Refers to the Miners & Merchants’ Bank. 
Leadville* (Lake).............0-0+- - William H. Nash 
Montrose* (Montrose)............-...-- Black & Uatlin 
Mosca (Castilla) .............---s000+- Hitchcock 
r. (Ouray).....-....- & Story 
Pueblo* (Pueblo)............ Phillips 
Telluride* (San Miguel) L. C. — 
References: e Bank of Telluride and N. 
Mansfield. 
Trinidad* (Las Animas) ..........-....- W. B. Morgan 
CONNECTICUT. 
ay sy ae . Gould 
klin — Refers to Brid rtNat.B’k 
Danbury* (Fairfield) ...........-..-.-- Brewster 
East Haddam (Middlesex).......... J 
Greenwich (F MED cosccectasccesses F. A. Hubbard 
Hartford* (Hartford) ...........-..------ ——__ G. SILL 


345 Main street. Commercial law and collections. 


tia 
i ie 





ete ry (New Castile) 
WALTER H. HAYES, 839 Market st. Refers to Un- 
ion National Bank of Wilmington. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


WASHINGTON (Washington) 
JOHN A. GARIHEL 221 436 st. Mercantile colleo- 
tions a specialty. a Central Nat’] B’k. 
ee oy ae Fendall Bldg, 344 D st.. N. W. 


V.R. amin 8. Re- 

fy ESR yg 

ational Bank, Italian bassy, 7; 4 
fore courts and 

coll department. 


CLARENCE A.B BRANDENBURG, Fendall Bldg, 34 
tal collection, departmen 
re pas - randenbu 
a M crane a at any Fn ue a ody st. 
po ogy ny to rOhatee WT. W. Holmes, 
yg of Columbian University. 
none GUERRY, 87-88 Fendall Bidg. Refers to 


ashington n Loan & Trust Co. 
HUBERT RT E. ECK, aay Fat N. W. Expert in 


P. jauses. (See ) 

C. ALBERT WHITE, 452 D st... N. W. General law 
and d en ractice. Collection d 
ment. Refer to coln National Bank. 


FLORIDA. 
Apalachicola* (Franklin).... ......... . B. yoo 
Bartow* (Polk) .......---s0+-+-+0+--- or & er 
Braidentown (Manatee) ............-.--- J.d. 
Refers to J. H. Reniere & Co. and Fuller & Horton. 
Cedar ( boos Sepeesbecuccose 6eaue . Law 
Geter Sere bonen’eséccccabs Horatio Davis 


Jacksonville’ (Duval) ............+.- Henry C. Goddell 
Hamilton B. 





( 
on Aa soecee moceccesoossoss 
metto (Manatee Curry & Curry 
Refer to the Mayor, Postmaster, any merchant 


or citizen. 
* 4 
OUNT & BLOU T. Refer te First Nat'l Bank. 
WILLIAM FISHER, 204% South Palafox st. Refere 
to Citizens’ National 


Bank 
MARSH & CHIPLEY. Refer to Citizens! Nat'l Bank. 
..W. W. Dewh 


St. Augustine* (St. Jehn) uret 
Tallahassee* R. W. Williams 
Tampa* (Hillsboro) Frank M. Simonton 
Tt ( James T. Sanders 





Albany* (Doagherty) 

Americus* (Sumter).............-- e R. vine 
Refers to — 8 National Bank. 

Athens” (Clarke). ...........-.+-0++--0++00: Sol. Flatan 
Refers to Exchange Bank, Athens and all leading 


HESTER 


ita* (Fulton) 
MCELREATH s McELREATH (Walter ay 
Emmett McElreath 





), 717 Temple Court. 
eral law practice 


Third National Bank of Atlanta. 


a GaeeGaP Faabteees fee tt kk kk 
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—— 
(Richmond) ......... Robinson Coffit | DeKalb* (DeKalb).................-00---- C. A. Boies 
(Deoatar) ........ ee Hawes & Son | Dixon" (Lee). cease at anes A iethoa meat. 
eees coccvcces ««-+-eDART Downer's Grove Deena u 
to J Hosa Gack Baome Gear Durand (Winnebago) no-one Waller Sd ae rd 
Mit Saco ln Beate | Pe ia ia a berger & ‘Sich Argos (Marshall) -°°..----....-+---...--See Plymouth 
fe (Carroll) eeeeeeseeseccs eneeee N, Cobb ° or any (De acteuhatanenesdhed Rose & Rose 
(Bartow) R. W. M business man in Dwight, Il (Ripley) ...... By Eh eae Cornet & Gelvin 
Frank —_— Louis (St. Clair)............ Maurice V. Joyce | Bedford* (Lawrence) ............-.-.--- H. P. Pearson 
os ee — Refers to Citizens’ Bank of Bedford 
Refers to Hess ation ? stion 1a l Bank. e (Monroe Oe eeeccoccces Louden & Louden 
= eagle Send to Bais Refer to First National Bank of Bloomington. 
eawase “—e F. Reagan F  srmewps Weecsaccccenseseneses co, A Knight 
* “eo @ mite | Peirheld (Wayne)..............----- enry artin | Braail* (Clay) .............ccccsccecees Geo. A. t 
| aren of Bishop Johns & Co, ta Cam! ots (Waa ivetennsesbieh w.F. er 
Mofurs to the Middis Georgia Beak. rroat hank of Froope - & N. Cronkrite | Columbia Pecccccccecccccce E. K. Strong 
Elberton* (Elbert) .............--.0---«-- B. fogene Fulton (Whiteside). po ¥. L. Holl Columbus* (Bartholomew) ........... William J. Beck 
Fort Gaines* (Clay)..-----.-.... concccesel Bi Galena* (Jo Dewieg 7777" Potenan | Refers to the First National Bank. 
ssascaecssudaiine coseess-H. H. Perry Wo Jeesseeeseese+-e+-Martin J. Dillom Crawfordsville* (Mon: ) 
Griffin ( ee ‘ames 8S. ton | Gales’ | SEPA RE ae WM. D. Levent =! Robert W. ian Refers to First National and 
rove (Jackson)...... codcosonin dis Ue - Galesburg National Bank Bidg. Atto Citizens’ National Bank 
PEIN). ccccescccnsccssghthi ‘A. A. McCurry Gales National Bank, Oneida State ke. Louis McMains. to First National Bank 
ey Os dl BB i F Aci, Lo don Mil and Elston Ban 
0 on 
Jessup” (Wayne) First Nation Ree SWE te ae, | Grup uniasesl.e.., ndon ™ Send to Mattoon | Crown Point* (Lake)............ . Willis C. McMahan 
La Grange* Troup) ‘sandiadndkinnak Harwell & Lovejoy Harrisburg” os... -Choisser, Whitley « Choisser | Decatur* (Adams).............. -James T. Merryman 
Lumpkin* (Stewart)............ .........E. T. Hic Refers to City National Bank of Harrisburg. Dunkirk (Jay)................. J.T. Day 
Macon* (Bibb)..................- Hill, Harris & Birch | Henry (Marshall) ..........-..--------- Fred 8 Potter ikhart (Ribeart) 2222202002002777" W's Hinacanels 
Moultrie* (Colquitt). .......... McKenzie & McKenzie | Bighiand* (Madison).................-- John Blacknet | Biwood (Madison) .......---.---- ~. ... Greenlee & Call 
Montesuma (Macen)..............+.-+-. J. M. DuPree | Hillsboro’ (Montgomery)............. Fred. A. Randle | py sville (V; 
Newnan* (Coweta)...............++- Alvan D. Freeman Refers to Hillsboro ne Bank, enderburgh).... A ge L. WEDDING 
(Houston)........................0. ©, Duncan | Hinsdale (Du Page)...... -CHARLES H. LEECH Before tothe Old National 
wille* (Tattnall)...............W.T, Burkhalter | Jacksonville (Morgan)................. Richard Yates | Fairmount (Grant).................--.--- L. A. Cassell 
Rome* (Floyd)............ ......... C. E. CARPENTER | Joliet* (Will)............. -Higgins & Walter ig in anon ZOLLARS, vee & ZOLLARS 
aw, (Chatham) , wy” (Kankakee).... ....... Daniel H. Paddock Soli and attorneys of Pa. RR. Co. 
Geo. W. Beckett. Refers to Citizens’ Bank of | Kewanee (Henry)..................... Blish & Lawson Pittsbarg, Ft. bs lg Chicage Ry. to 
Savannah, Merchants’ Nationa Bank. or any Kirkwood Rl cinadnecconccacencee Geo. M. Nixon Hamilton National 
other bank in Savannah. em eaceemesedetescococecess S. L. Wallace | Frankfort* (Clinton) Seeccccecccccceese Charles Stanley 
Jas. R. Cain, Board of Trade Bldg. Refers to the | Macomb* (McDonongh)..................-. L. B. Vose | Frankton (Madison) ..................... J. M. Farlow 
Chatham Sunk, Savannah. Marion* (W: “petnacees ..Geo. W. Young | Goodland (Newton)..................... J. W. Oswald 
Swainsboro’ (Emanuel) ................3. Alex. Smith | Mattoon (Coles)................--+-- eS ee Goshen* (Elkhart) .....................- G£o. D. LINT 
Thomasville* (Thomas). ...... MacIntyre & MacIntyre Refer to an beak we eesaneaneh or = Coun Refers to City National Bank and Salem Bank. 
Tifton (Berrien)................. Jonathan B. Murrow | Moline* (Rock : ood & Collections a specialty. Business ine napesthiients 
to Love & Buck. Momence (Kankakee). ws ‘4 P. Harney given prompt and acetal attention. Notary and 
Valdosta* (Lowndes) ............ Powhatan B. Whittle Refers to een Banking Co. of — stenographer in 
Ww * (Ware) Monmouth* (Warren)...... .... .........- B. Brown 
Walter Bennett. Refers to the People's and Second iational Banke. | greemanstle (ata none nne gacgn Bee 
Toomer & Reynolds. Refer to Bank of Waycross. | a f ound Clay" (Polack) taeeneeneensennens ne -E. Sanford | Greensburg* (Decatur)..............Myron C. Jenkins 
(Barke)...... Seaborn H. Jones teeenseceess -- William A. Wall Hammond (Lake)......----------«cceccoeee E. E. Beck 
Refers to Citizens’ Banik of ‘Waynesboro. Mount x (Wabesh ) -eee-----------5. R. Putnam | Hartford (Blackford)............. John A. Rem 
Mount Carroll* (Carroll)...........- ‘B “mith & Son | Geltonville (Lawrence)............... to Bedf 
—— Veron (eitoreoa). nn a = Huntingwon* —— Heed aw Spencer & Branyon 
IDAHO. Naperville (Du “Gites i LEECH Rigs Cee 
Boise City* (Ada) Idaho Commeretal & Collection Co. | Neoga (Onscberianly 2. Diet bdknceaned to Mattoon BULLOCK, Ingalis Bldg. Twelve years ex- 
(Ltd). — L. Newton, Mgr. Olney* (Richland)... J.C. Ritter perience in collections, corporation, commer- 
Cute” (Conyen seccce. Ae Guidithe ere to First National Bank and Oiney Bank. Fa) Seneies, Wrest end veal estate mattens. 
Refers to ‘Commercial Bank of are. Oregon* (Ogle)...... Fok Bacon List <; commercial clients and references on 
ceanmensd danke eee See ne Seen en eaanen lcs app on. 
vaseensongtes Cine (La Salle)............. -H. G. Cook 
Bg “Buggs 000 La Salle st.” Refers to First National and JOHN W. KERN, Suite No. 635 New Stovenson Bldg. 
= i Ferner National City Banks. to Fletcher National Ban: 
SB ncqcececoesoccerage ane 44s J.d. _—_ Pana (Christian)............. E. A. Humphreys & Son EWBE! Commercial 
( k 5 E. P.  ¥ a to the First ames § Bank ™ - p wont. : Pee Felon. hate and a 
susactesaseunnan --.-F. J. Cowen | Paris* BAMF)-----ncc0neee; & cKinlay arts. Commercial corporation 3 
KUO)... 22 ecenccecees «J. W. Ayers | Paxton* (Ford).............. Wylie, MoBeth & Reeves = t. oe —. 
ne yy 4 Refer to bank he ei ail Indigna = banka Armour eGo. Chicage 
n er aD in the P H ’ 
meatal she vant National Bank, » -etersburg. 7 H.B. Co. and Nat. Bank, N.Y. 
Monccenerenes -eesenses Denne Gacke ENR C. FULLER, Attorney for Anthony Loan | Inwood (Marshall).........-..-... Mil yt 
-- Wooster & Hawes Pontiac’ (Livingueon a eliet si Harry G. Greenebaum . Albert B. he g 
las i a -eee Refers iba bank in Livingsten County. Kokomo* (Howard eee oe & Ww 
H. $ ag tee Quins oy* ( Been eee senamnidi: - ‘aitltors fo the 6 Fowler National and Merchants Me 
cha R. BR. Hewitt H. B. COFFIELD, 510% Hampshire st. Commercial me - ye Hick 
‘St. Clair) R. Ww. Roptequet law and collections. Refers to State ——— ) 6s Pa fe | 
A for First National Bank. Loan & Trust Co. and Ricker National Bank. | Limestone ( a ®. he ord 
oy Ane Taka: caus vceaseee Fuller & De Wolf mel. E. EMMONS, os Refers to Ricker National Bank. ree yl ) Manies & M 
* (McLean)............... Calvin Rayburn ml (Champaign)................. Thomas J. Roth Lawrence) . ~... Send to Bedford 
(icDenengh) imossonangniciil David Chambers Ridgway (Gal (Gallatin). saeenseceees — & Rittenhouse | yonticello* (White) Spencer & Hamelle 
jlédeneccoceccenstl & Leek so -eece-.--.-Frost & MokEv Mount Vernon* (Posey) William London 
CIID occccccccccencscusese Heylin & Sutton | Rock Tsland* (hook Se iced Alexander Stew Muncie* (Delaware) Frank L. Gass 
Refer to Canton 3 ational Bank. Refers to Rock Island Settenal Ben Nappanee (Elkhart) J. 8. McEntaffer 
Carbondale (Jackson)............. Andrew 8. Caldwell | Rushville* ee Gisdesaddee A. Jarman New Albany* (Floyd) Jacob H 
Gurthage® Ctanoook) cocece ongoas Ds Mame . 1 Shelneeine” “aealt - Seweccssecvecens See "Refers to George Borgerding, cashier New Albany 
eccccsoose e 8 oe" (SNEIDY)..........+-++-- ’ 
; Ghem (i Til encesvenpaceniaall 0. W. Batrum Refer to First National Bank of f Shelbyville National Bank. 
CAGO* (Coo Soronto (Bond) ...........0+.++--- D. Matney pts A rere (Posey) ...... pocgeeaenge O. Taylor 
Sprin eld* ( ers New Harmony ng 
—— chaTTy, ‘Chicage. a nn Ro PALMER, SHUTT, HAMILL & LESTER. General | Oakland City (Gibson)......... ...... Chas. D. Osborn 
H.C . Fisher, teas m. H. Bush & Co., hate ; attorneys B. & O., 8. W. Ry. Co. and local at Refers to People’s State Bank of Oakland City. 
€. Simmons & Co., gloves. Depositions torneys TIilinois Central R. R.Co. Practice in | Peru* (Miami).................-- Mitchell & MoClintic 
See Alice Manning, Notary Public. room 1308. all courts. Refer to any bank in city. Plymouth* (Marshall)............ dey 4. Logan 
(See card.) Streator (LaSalle)...................... Walter Reeves | Portland* (Jay)..................- "jae Follette 
Sullivan* (Moultrie) Princeton* (Gibson) .............- John Q. A. Goodman 
vaneemen aS Sitendolph st. fer to Chapin Peadro & Sentel. Refers to Merchants & Farm Refers to Farmers’ ; 
faflin, 303 Dearborn st. and Chicago ers’ State Bank and the State wer” eee ew ccccce esccncsccoces Ira W. Yeoman 
Bank. 6225 South Halstead st. Sumner (Lawrence)................ -. 8. C. Lewis E* (JASPOF) ..----000-+-0e020--- M. F. Chiloote 
camore* (De Kalb)..........-----....@. W. Dunton | Bichmond* (Wayne) .............. Roscoe E. Kirkman 
CHARLES H. LEACH, 405 Tacoma Bldg. Practice | Taylorville” (Christian). "5; canst James M. Taylor Ya nennweceenseeeene Elbert M. Swan 
in all courts. Special attention given to col- Refers to H. M. Vandeveer & Co., b rankers. Rockville* ( O) eewnnnaeseeeeeseceeeres Elwood Hunt 
lections. Corporations, insurance, commercial | Toledo" (Cumberland)................-. Everhart | Shelbyville* ( ) ecccccceccccceee Love & Morrison 
and real estatelaw. Refers to American Bond | Toulon (Stark)......-......----------- DA P. Miller | South Bend* (St. Joseph).............---- A. D. Harris 
ing & Trust Co., Chicago. i Refers te Beak Bank of Burge, Dewey & Gould. Sullivan’ Gutiven) wesesegecces ANTOINETTE D. LEACH 
THE CREDITORS — (Judge J. W. oem, andalia* (Fayette)..........----- W. Henry Commercial law especially. Depositions. 
‘Attorney; T. C. Estee, Supt. ‘and N ), | Waterloo* (Monroe)...........---- y Morrison zuee & seeeeseneeee sens — Wy 
95 & 97 Clark st. Law and collections. Saye Terre (Vigo)-.--2-20+ «+0 wt elley 
tlements and securities. (See card.) Valparaiso* (Porter) ..........-..-.++++-. . Pinney 
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INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Thos. J. 
and Winchester Martin, 
M ‘Creek Nation 
“ARRON 0. SHEPARD. Collect anywhere in the 
Nowata (Cherokee Nation)............- J. A. Tillotson 
Refers to J. E. Campbell 


merchant. 
(Pontotoc)...... ......-- J. W. CHERRYHOMES 
Refers to the Chickasaw National Bank. 


South McA lester (Choctaw Nation) 
JOHN W. BLACK. Practice in all the courte. Re- 
fers to First National Bank. 
* (Cherokee Nation)...........- + T. Parks 
Refers to Bank of T, uah and 8. H. Mayes, 


Principal Chief Cherokee 
ri ation)............ ‘BLUE & WILSON 
Commercial law and mercantile collections. Cor- 
ts answered and remittances made 
promptly. Refer to First National Bank, Vinita. 
Wagoner (Creek Nation)............- Craig & Kellogg 


ae 





chr, RB, Gecustty So Bank 
OMsALBERT 1. TT. COOPE ity Savings Bldg. 


AN & oe ~-Y Cedar Savin 
omeene x. Cedar Htapias 8 gs 


JOHN 3 ee. Commercial ona corporation 
law. Prompt 


Bank Security Savings Bank 


Segeten Syant 6 Sevings Soe. & L. Wallace 
& Son, and Central Newspaper Union of Cedar 


Rapids. 


Oak (Crawford) ..............-- L. E. Goodwin 
ila sd enlamasietlll M. WAKEFIELD 


Cherokee* (Cherokee) 
Refers to First National Bank. A general law 


Collections and real estate litigation, 








. Notary public. 
Clarion* (Wright) .............---....-- yg ts & Nagle 
Clinton* (Clinton).................. .... 
Refers to Citizens’ Nat'l Bank or any bank mE city. 

Cooper (Greene). ....... -.-. -..-.--- Send to Jefferson 

ENED . botccaccoececssicss D. H. Meyerhoft 
( Bluffs* (Pottawattamie) --.Harl & McCabe 
Cresco* (Hi Adiieab tintin nail Willard L. Converse 
Creston* (Union) ..................-.+-- Camp & Ickis 
Dana (Groene)...........---.- e000 Send to Jefferson 


Davenport* (Scott) ..........-..-------+- IRA R. TABOR 
Commercial law and collections. Refers to First 
National, Citizens’ National and Davenport Na- 


tional Banks. 
Dayton (Webster) ...............+--+- J. H. Lindbur; 
Decorah* — Goacneudnnouhinensisaie H. F. Barthe 
Denison* (Crawford)..........-..-..------ J. P. Conner 


Des hier (Polk) 
CUMMINS, HEWITT & WRIGHT, Youngerman Block. 
Refer to Iowa National and Valley Nat’) Banks 


DUDLEY & COFFIN. Refer to the Iowa Loan & 


Trust Co. and Marquardt Savings Bank. Gen- 
eral law practice. Thoroughly equipped col- 
lection department. 


Dubuque” (Dubuque) 


LYON & LYON, Cor. 5th & Main sts. Refer to First 
National Bank, Dubuque ; American, Adams 
and U. 8. Express Co.'s and any Dubuque man- 
ufacturer or wholesaler; The H. B. Claflin Co., 


New York; Carson, Perre, Scott & Co., Chicago. 


Duncombe (Webster).............. Send to D pe xe 4 


Dunlap (Harrison)...... ..........-....--T. E. Brady 
Eildora* (Hardin) ....................- ‘igi L. Hays 
ee ans ee Bank. 


Elkader* | eer W. A. Preston 











Hartley (O'Brien) .....-ccccsessesceccece 
Refers to Hartiey State Bani and &. i. Gone 
Hawarden eee iat) éawebdesece beg me me Plank 
um t (Humboldt)........ Prouty, Prouty 
Ida Grove* ay veges peri: = Bradshaw 
Independence* ( beiccomthuanasl E. E. Hasner 
Indianola* (Warren) ........... .---..-+- O. C. Brown 
Refers to the Warren County Bank. 
Iowa City* (Johnson) .........---..-- Edward E. Ehret 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Iowa Falls (Hardin) .............. Funk & Hutchinson 
Jeffierson* (Greene) ............-+.-+++-- T.A. Mugan 
Keokuk* (Lee)... ........scees scenes Ww 
(Mar.on) 
Calho 


CRIED «oo oc cedcosecccsccones Thos. Stapleton 
ons a specialty. Loans and abstracts made. 
Sia CI ison ec daccdeseccccuccs Preston & Moffit 
Marshalltown* ( 
Mason (Cort eae 
Mount Ayr* ( 
Mount P 
Muscatine” (M 
Nashua (Chickasaw)... 
Neola (Pottawattamie) .. Rile 
Movadal? (tery)... 00... coccccccccccce Edw. M. McCall 
Newell (Buena Vista)...... .........-.--- M.E 
Newton™ (Jasper)....-...... --+--+---- W. O. McElroy 
OREO cconncecckesecentngn . F. Barnett 
Oelwein (Fayette)................----- W. B. In yt 
Onawa* (Monona)................ MeMillan & 
Grange City* = onbecvevecesséuay -Orr & Te Paske 
P CREE... » copnancaseacsaguum G. F. Humbert 
‘ers to the Mitchell County Bank. 
Osceola* (Clarke). ........... ....--+-.- W. 8S. Hedrick 
podeenidncetaqianl James A. Rice 
Ossian (Winneshick). esbdes cede Send to 
Ottosen (Humboldt) .._................-. Send to Bode 





Rock —_ (Lyon) 
W. E. po A general law practice in State and 
Federal courts. Co 


llections and real estate liti- 
gations jalties. N: and stenographer in 

fers to Iowa and First Nat'l B’k. 

Rock aie (Sioux) be cocceccoeccssoeese O. G. Reiniger 
Refers to the - pend — and Farmers’ Bank. 

Rolfe (Pocahontas) . coves -C. C. Delle 
Ruthven (Palo Alto)...... .....- . Send to Emmeteburg 
Sac City* (Sac). .........--ccceceseeeeee W.H. 
Sanborn (O’Brien)........ a 
Schaller (Sac) ........... 


Scranton (Greene).... .. 
Shannon City (Union) 
Sheldon (O’Brien) 


Shenandoah (Page)..................---- C. 8. Keenan 
Sibley* (Osceola) ............--.20-seeeees- O. J. Clark 
Sigourney* (Keokuk)..........2...--+0s- G. D. Wi 


—— a (Woodbu: 


ry) 
ent euetty Bldg. Refers to Security 


is 
LOHR, GARDINER & LOHR, Masonic Bldg. Colleo- 
tions, de) tions and 
Refer to Merchants’ and Nat Banks. 
Sioux Rapids (Buena Vista)............D. F. Johnston 


_| Storm Kates wos eed eseee o++++-Mack 








Olathe* ( Johnson) . 








osecovescccbeduels 


eSciece eoerecescees We Be 


Commercial and litigated Refers to 
National Bank. 

Takats peewee shdi Boner & Fellows 
ee J.P. Becker 

eee: eomections - A 
Liberty umscatine)............... . Nichols 
West Union (Fayette) bwicheawetcnaiebicn J.J. Berkey 
emasscesencecces A. W.C. Weeks 





w. 

‘Giste Bank of this place. 
Atchison* (Atchison) .........H. M. & W. A. Jackson 
Belleville* PPscecaccbosnusseesvsd W. T. Dillon 
loocsenouentebtvounbeseball A.G Mead 
SBD sc cos csnductivasnwe R. M. Fraker 
Connal 
Brice 
A. Gill 
Perkins 


John D. Hill 

R. W. McGrath 

Brown 

A. J. Smith 

Girard* (Crawford) .........-..-<..+-0+s E. W. Arnold 
Refers to the k of Girard. 

OR ab bins vcs coccvwteecdevécs Send to Seneca 

* (Sherman) ...............0. John Hartaler 

to — City , us 

Gi % (irown) tibet ioninepoaiibidias "WF. Shak 

* ( Dc cocccouse coscce 
a OMENS & SM 


) 
Refer to First National Bank here or any other 
bank in Brown County. Notary in office. 


(Sheridan) ............ .....-. . Schultheis 

Refers to Sheridan County Bank of Hoxie. 
jumboldt* (Allen)... .......-.000-+-00<-+ E.’ A. Barber 
Hutchinson* (Reno)..............-«s«<«- . Whiteside 
etmore* Disonccccconsdonguasee E. V. Laute 
Jewell (Jewell) ................ J.C. Postlethwait 
Dewees --.-...0- B, Rairden 


H MEARNART. HART. Refer to Wr yendiotin Giate 
k and Merchants’ Bank of KansasCity, Kan 





Puavocccccssssoudeg P > Gillett 
Recedocccecccccsoneses Oswego 
Larned* (Pawnee) ............-..++----- W. H. Vernon 
(Douglas) ............-.---- - OC. Spangler 
Leavenworth* (Leavenworth) ...... Cc. R. MIDDLETON 
A general law yoaetice in all courts; notary and 
pers ed office. Refer to any bank in 
Leavenworth. 
TIED. on pcocccscnncessaaeens Geo. D. Abel 
Refers to Saline Valley B’k and Linceln State B’k. 
(CRABB) 0000s cccccc covcccccesse ss ones & Jones 
* (Riley) Jobn E. Hessin 
Mara aia iain heat 
ohn 
MaGune (Orowford) wou end . M. 
MoPherson* (McPherson) .--John D. Millikin 
REE ccccusnncccccaccen sinpansell ‘S ft 
Giese John W. Poore 
y* (Linn) Send t» Oswego 
) Bowmaz ¢: Bucher 
INGE cccncscapeccvoossdnes I. BH. «hom 
Oberlin* (Decatur). ..........-....- Bertram & W: 
Refers to a a National Bank. 
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Be Ma ageing Maas 
ire hocowentn. Refers to First Na- 


tional Bank. 
Stowell & Nold. Refer to First National Bank. 


Bration Smith)........... eeceessee--K. 8. Rice 
F Reubanenesuce cine «ses oes W. B. Ham 
GEOnGE A A. HURON. Prompt attention to mercan- 

to First National, 

ite’ National and Central Nat’) Banks 

a Keeney* (Trego no H. Cox 
w a* (Washington)...... eee nese. BF. Smith 


eee eeeeee 





eee eee eereees 











Lexington* (Fayette).....................C. W. Miller 
a oe: City National Bank. 

LOUISVILLE’ (Jetterson) 

BARNETTS & POSTON, 250 Fifth st. Attorneys for 
Louisville National Banking Co. and German 


corporation law, 
Mayfield™ (Graves) ............<.«««ss---- R. = ed 
(Bell) 20 Ghas. A. Wood 
Sikiey tek cr backnan Seuss eomnape 
an or 088 coun 
Mount (Montgomery) ......... H. R. 
Refers to the ee Reakenge of Ky. 











a 
Refers to Bank of Baton and Bank 
of Clinton, La. Rouge, La, 


Orleans* ( 
— o ANSLEY, 220 Carondelet 
F. wis & Co. (Ltd.), New 
Othe A furnished if desired. 


et st. Refers 
Orleans 


Saevoport* (Caddo)... LEONARD a RANDOLPH 
Wp cconne énac 
A. H. Leonard, E. H. Randolph.) Attorneys for 
a tee & Farmers’ Bank of Shreveport. Prac- 
tice in State and Federal courts. 


Ashland (Aroostook) ................ 
Refers to Geo. R Gardner, Jud 
ee (Androscoggin) Oakes 


Thornton 
of Probate. 
ulsifer & Ludden 


er to the National Shee & Leather Bank and 
First National Bank, both of Auburn. 


Heath & Andrews 
ee ng oy Vasosudesund HENRY L. MITCHELL 
otary Public). a to ~ sa National Bank 








of Dover. 
meas Cyanine) poocssecneusil JOHN H. Dt 
to any k in city or any county official. 






* 





BAL 
WILLIAM Fr B 


ment full 
house in 


CHARLES MOR 
Bldg. 


Merchants 
Bank and © 
Bel Air* (Harford) 


Athol (Worcester) 


Bank and 


d 
Beverly K. 


a H. 








Refers to Pittsfield National Bank 
Kennebec 
OES Edward B. MacAllister 


Refers to North National and Rockland National 


Sanford | National ‘Bank. 


Refers to Real 
tional Mechani 


w--+ George George W. He 


8, Pulsifer & Ludden 


ve titer to Fire Nat Bik sd ral os Geehe 
Gardiner (Kennebec! 


to Lewiston Trust & Safe Deposit Co. and 

u First ys yhe , both of Lewiston. 

vermore ) 
The Sale Collecting Agency. 
G. A. ee... Refer to Livermore 
alls Trust & Banking Co 

Oldtown (Penobscot). ..... .Clarence Seott 
Refers to Eastern Trust & Banking ( wen | a. 
Pittsfield (Somerset)......... bel Davis 


Pee ee Peer eee 


..Geo. E. Grant 
-Fred J. Allen 


UF. BEISWANGER, 5 East Lexington st. 


tion law and adjustment 


corpora’ 
ap ialty. Adept in attachments, insolvency 
and replevin. References on application. 
HODSON & HODSON, 6 Lexingston st., 
mercial law a specialty. 


—" Com: 
Collection depart- 
equipped. fer to any wholesale 
© city. 

RIS HOWARD, 700 and 701 Equitable 
Estate Trust Co., Na 
ica’ Bank and National E xchange 


Bank of Baltimore. 


MUSGRAVE, BOWLING & HALL, Fidelity Building. 
Commercial and banking law. N otary in office. 
Members Attorne - National Clearing House. 
References: Fide! 
tional Exchange Bank 


W. H. H. RALEIGH 10 Hopk ms Place, Meneame 
ae see ta’ Protective ait & Collection 


Notary and Commissioner of Deeds in 
office. Collections § pene. 
Mobray,. Counsel. 


~A & Deposit Co. and Na- 


Robert we 


ers to People’s Bank, 
National Bank, National Exchange 


& Farmers’ Bank. 
éodshansess coens Gilbert 8S. Hawkins 


Refers to Second National Bank of Bel Air. 


..Wm. 0. Mitchell 


Chestertown* (Kent)...............------ John D. Urie 
Crisfield (Somerset) ...... Send to Princess Anne. Ma. 
Allegan 





Cumberland* ( eee David A. Robb 
Denton* ( ..Russam & Lewis 
EBaston* (Talbot) ... J. Frank Turver 
Elkten* /Cecil)..... L. Marshall Haines 
Frederick* PTW aakingion) didedai Baker Toten | Bar 
* (Washington) ....... Armstrong & 
Princess Anne* (Somerset) .. Gordon Tall 
Refers to oo Bank of Somerset County and 
Bank of Crisfiel 
a. (Wieomico)......... Toadvin & Bell 
Snow di A. P. Barnes 
Westmins (Carroll)....... .-Charles E. Fink 
MASSACHUSETTS. 






Refers to a s River same Bank, Athol. 
Attleboro ( Pdemitdetsence .Philip E. Brady 
Barnstabie* (arabia dabbisvece ..Hiram P. Harriman 
BOSTON* (Sufi 


FARNSWORTH. A CONANT, Sears Bldg. Collections 


Reference:—Freeman's National 
National Hamilton Bank, Standard 


Oil Company. Boston Belting Co., Chandler & 
Farquhar and Williams & Everett, Boston. 
—7 MERCANTILE LAW COMPANY 

a underthe ~ i of Massachusetts) 
47 foi 


street, Bosto 


LAW AND COLLECTION 8. 


Moore, Pres’t. D. L. Bowers, Treas. 


Ke , Moore & Burbank, General Counsel. 
eee LORING & LORING, 31 State st. Refer 
ld Colony Trust Co. ‘and the Globe Ne 


doual Bank. 


READ, Attorney at Law, 20 Devon- 


ire st. Law, collections. and depositions. 
Commissioner of Deeds an 4d Notary Public 
Counsel for READ’S AGENCY. Refer to 
Oliver Ditson Co., J , Marsh & Co. and 
Boston Daily 
Brockton (Plymvath)........... - aa H. Chase 
Refers to Brockton National Ban 
(Worcester) .............- 
Cambridge* (Middlesex)........ GitseRT a . pEVEr 
to First N: 
Clinton (W orcester).............-.- Edmond A. Evans 





dehadaidnehewquunen Send to Pittsfield 
Easthampton (Hampshire) ..........- Send to Holyoke 
Fall River (Bristol) ..............-..-- SWIFT & GRIME 


— mercial Law. Attorneys for Po- 
casset National Bank, National Union Bank, Fall 
River Savings Bank and Citizens’ 


Foxboro (Norfolk)......  ...... Robert W. Carpenter 
Refers to Wm. B. Crocker, Pres't Foxboro Sav. B’k. 





eee Ree Ree ee eee een ee ennee 


orth pews Butane 
BEER & IN, Commercial law and collections. 
Refer to Adams National Bank. 


CLARENCE P. NILES. Refers to Berkshire Na- 
tional Bank 


and Hoosac Savings Bank. 





& Merchants’ Bank of Benton Harbor. 


ETROIT* ( by pm 
WILLIAM M. JANUARY, 12 pelngmeh Block. Mem- 
ber Commercial Law League of America. Re- 
fers to Gen. R. A. iow. 
SAYLES, WOOD & HAMMOND, b pee Building. 
Commercial, corporation and real estate law. 








Gre OLTWOOD & Bi & BOLTWOOD, Rooms 601-607 Michi- 
Trust Co. Bldg. Commercial 
to ‘old National 


TAGGART, my Ate & ‘er ean es Michi- 
Trust Co. "ener Cor- 





one. Refer 
G Rapids National Bs Bank 
Hanceck (Houghton)..........- Dunstan & H 
Harbor Beach (Huron)..............-. Charles L. Hall 
Hart* (Oceana) ............... ---- —— 8. 
Hartford (Van Buren).........-.-.-.---- A. H. Tuttle 
Refers t to Hartford Exchange Bank and Postmaster. 

Houghton (Houghton)...........-.-.-- Albert R. Gray 
Hudson (Lenawee) ............. ------ J. B. McKibben 


Refers to Boies State Savings Bank and cae 
oes Bank. 
Tonia* (Ionia) ...........-.-...--.-.+++- mh 





Rolore te Webber Bros. Bid ini Ge “re 


N * (Hampshire) ....... .... Irwin & Hardy 
( _ Seccwnscqecedco- Geo. A. Prediger 
Quincy (Norfolle)...-.-----+----- William G. A. Pattie 
( Rant Rinciesirsoen: H. Brown 
South Hadley (Hampshire)........... Send to Holyeke 
* 
Sree a GUhT, at Main st. Coectine 
promptly attended to 
sea => KILROY, 475 Main sting Refers to 
ational Bank and Besse, Carpenter & Co. 
D. by WEBSTER, 431 Main st. Refers to First Na 
tional Bank.’ 
Taunton* (Bristol). - seccceccesesce G Williams 
Wi ‘Middlesex)....-.-.-.-----John E. A 
br eer (Hampden) icoacceusedeneis y * 
estminster (W orcester)........... Send to Fitch 
Winchester (Middlesex ~ scneteeesus . 8. Litdetell 
‘orcester* (Worcester) 
— & wood State Mutual Bldg. Ali branches 
legal work. ons. tions. Re- 
dy to any National bank in Worcester. 
MICHIGAN. 
bertson & Clark 
Williams & Son 
«nteqeoudina J. H. Cobb 
. W. Bennett 
nate H. Hall 
J. §. Stoddard 
Leavitt & Guile 
Benton Harbor (Berrien) ..........-.- Graves & Wilson 
Commercial and ¢o tion practice. ial at- 
tention given to collections through en Coun- 
ty, Coloma, W atervleit, Eau Claire, en Springs, 
vensville and Bridgman. ferences, Farmers 
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Refer te us Tayior, | | Bank or any 
ae ae. 
Romeo (Macomb).............----- ch! C. THORINGTON 


Refers to Citizens’ National Bank. 
SECT, DEMOREST, wady Bldg, (es East Side.) Prac 
tices in : Collections and commercial 


oan “Thorough Monel omnes. 
W.. 
Saint Joseph* ponte nei Ebvecece Graves & Wilson 





ULUTH* (St. Louis: 
PEALER & FESLER, Palladio Bldg. Mercantile 


and m e collections. Attorney for the 
Merchants’ 

RICHARDS & CRANDALL, 514 Chamber of Com- 

merce B) Collections and commercial busi- 


ness. Hig nest grade references furnished on 
RICHARDSON & DAY. Commercial 
collections 





and mortgage 

a Refer 3 any ban 
Duluth, and SP Post National x st. St. Paul. 
Wairmont* (Martin)....... .......... ~ee te Ward 

Reters to the County Bank. 

petons s descgnapponepecssahennndDe L. A. Mott 
* (Otter Tail)........ Chauncey L. Baxter 
fers to Fergus Falls and First National Banks. 
See ey) --- Pisin notes mabe teiiondl M. E. Foley 
Glencee* (MceLeod).....................---F. . Allen 
Henderson* (Sibley) ...... --. W. H. Leeman 
Lake Benton* (Lincoln) --John er 
Lakefield (Jackson)................... H. G. Latourell 


Refers to Citizens’ State Bank of Lakonela, 
Little Falls* (Morrison) 
7 eg Blanchard & Lindbergh. 
Long Prairie* (Todd).................. J.D. Van Dyke 
Mankato* (Blue Earth) .................. S. B. WILSON 
Commercial law and collections promptly attended 
to. Refers to First National Bank and National 
Citizens’ Bank. 
Marshall (Lyon) .................. Seward & Burchard 
Refer to Lyon County National Bank and First 
National Bank of Marshall. 


ee (Hennepin) 
A ANDERSON, <7 Washington Av.,So General 


Manager for United Claim Agencies (incor- 
porated). Attends to all kinds of legal busi- 
ness in all courts. Able lawyers, active 
collectors and reliable reporters and appraisers 
in nearly all towns. Collections made, com- 
mercial reports and appraisals of values of 
roperty, including bonds and mortgages, 
farsished. en, taken. Special refer- 
cati 
FIFIELD. ‘D, FLETCHER & & FIFIELD, 920-930 Lumber 
Exchange. Commercial, corporation and real 
estate law, specialties. Refer to Flour City 
National Bank or any bank or jobbing house 
in Minneapolis. 

Montevideo* (Chippewa) ............ Lynder A. Smith 

Moorhead” (Clay)............-.-.¢ James M. Witherow 
General law practice and collections. Refers to 
Moorhead National Bank and bradstreets. 

Pie Cite” (Pime). 6......ccccccecccace 8S. G. L. Roberts 
Refers to Bank of Rush City, Minn., and First 
State Bank of Pine City, Minn. 

Redwing’ (Goodhue)............... Boynton & Stevens 

Rochester (Olmsted)............ Callaghan & Granger 
Refer to First National and Rochester Nat’] Banks. 


Saint Cloud* (Stearns)............. & FE danas | 
Saint James” (Watonwan) 


SAINT PAUL* 


ee 
Zumbrota ( MO)... .ceceeeeeeseees--d. BH. Farwell 
MISSISSIPPI. 
asiogsenguboanebans -----G. C. Paine 
Bay st Louis® (Hancock) . "Bowers, Chafie & McDonald 
Brookhaven* (Lincoln) ............ Will R. Easterling 
Canton" (Madison) F. B. Pratt 
Clarkedale® (Coahoma) .........------John W. Cutrer 
Greenville* (Washington) .........-.. 


—_ Clty (Pike) .cccos 000. cocces 
to the Citizens’ Bank. 


Rosedale* (Bolivar) ..CHARLES SCOTT & E. H 
Refer to Hanover — 
Memphis National Bank, Mem 


Carthage* (Jasper) & 
Caruthersville (Pemiscot) ..............- J.E. 
Refers wo the Carathersville Bank. 





(Marion) w. 
Refers to First 8 and German-American Banks 


Harrisonville* (Cass). ...-. ame CULBERTSON 
Refers to Allen "aniing Go 
Huntsville‘ aE smith, eneate John N. Hamilton 
_ to The M. Hammett Banking Co. 
un 
In ience* (Jackson) ............. Jno. N. Southern 
Jefferson City* (Cole).......-.0+0-+--+--+-- Fisher 
Joplin (Jasper)........-.-.-.--+-- +0000 Sapp & Caster 
"Refer + _ Bank of Joplin and Snow, Church 
xan SAS CITY* (Jackson) ...... Abbott & Pickard 
Kingston* (Caldwell) ................... Wm. McAfee 
efers to Kingston Savings Bank. 
Kirksville* (Adair).............002-++--+-+ J.C. Storm 
ann (Lafayette) . . J 
(Macon). ...... 


Marchal!" (Saline) . 
Marshfield* (Webster) 


Maysville* (DeKalb).........-..-. 

Memphis* (Scotland) ......... 

Mexico* (Andrain)................+--+-- 

Moberly* (Randolph)..............-- 

Neosho* (Newton)..........-----s00+s-2- Geo. H 

Nevada* (Vernon) .........--+--++00+- 

Norwood (Wright). ..........-...-.-. +--+. 
Refers to A. L. Pope & Co. 

Osceola* (St. Clair Geor, 

Platte City* (Platte).................. N. 

Poplar Bluff* (Butler) ..............-. J. Perry Johnson 
Refers te Bank of Poplar Bluff. 

Princeton* (Mercer) ............-..+++---+- J.B. Evan 

Rich Hill (Bates)................ -.- Geo. P. Huckeby 

St.Joseph* (Buchanan) .STAUBER, CRANDALL & STROP 
German-American Bank Building. 


ST. LOUIS. 

F. H. SULLIVAN, 523 Security Bidg. Will practice 
in State and United States Courts, including 
causes in bankruptcy. Refers to Continental 
National Bank. 





eee emeeeeeeneeeee 


Savannah* (Andrew).............- Hine, Rea & Tilson 
Sedalia* (Pettis)..................--- Sangree & Lamm 
Slater* (Saline) .......cc0ccscceseseceseeeee 8. B. Burks 
Springfield* (Greene).........---.--++ Love & Johneon 
Stewartsville (De Kalb) ..............---.- B. F. Clark 
Stockton* (Cedar).....4......2.0scee-ees Ira E. Barber 
Sturgeon (Boone) ............ceecesseenses T. 8. Carter 
Thager (OPeGtth) cccccscccvcccsosssadcues 8S. M. Meeks 





‘All legal business promptly attended to. 





ae kava 












WELLCOME & ROOTE. Refer to W. A. Clark & 
M. J. Connell Mercantile 


Brother, bankers 
Co. and Montana Hardware Co. of Butte. 


Harvard ) 
Refers National and Union State Banks. 
Any» ead ae Michel A. Hartigan 
Hayes Decccusedunecegneedd A. Ready 
Hebron* elle Lindindhpaees coeney Thos. C. Marshall 
| pe (Phelps) ......-..-.----+++-+++ 
DEE iaduaevessepecqcapedt Send to Schuyler 
Hyannis* pe Keaapenenencnsaneans 
Kenge” (ete aiginannanhnghateity WARREN PRATT 
‘ers to City ational Bank and F f 
Laurel (Cedar) 2.........0+.00-0+--00+- Frank P. Voter 
Pi tisneanesesencesoonend Send to Schuyler 


Lincoln* Caneesten 
BROADY & PETTIS. Commercial law and colleo- 
tions. Refers to Columbia National Bank. 
F. H. WOODS & L. E. WINSLOW. Mercantile and 
real Collections anywhere in Ne- 
braska Yat prompt personal attention. No- 
taries Public. Depositions ee, taken. 
Refer to “the First, American Exchange and 
Columbia National Banks. 


Linwood (Butiler)..............---+«- Send to Schuyler 
Madison* (Madison) .................--- James N 
Refers to First National Bank of 

MoCook* (Red Willow)........-..--..+-- H W. Cole 
Minden (Kearney) ............------+++- G. L. 
Nebraska Vity* (Otoe)............ Warren & Jackson 
Neligh* (Antelope) .............-+-+--+- N. D. Jackson 
Nelson (Nuckolls) ..................---+- H. W. SHORT 


Attorney. —— Public and Collector. Twenty- 
five years tice in the courts of Nebraska 
Rererences both banks of Nelson. 


Nerfolk* (Madison).. eetedeoees oe ‘ 
North Platte* (Lincoln)... pevece concenaeee J.8. 

Oakdale* (Antelope) ............-00+------ J. F. 
Octavia (Butler)............-...+.00: Send to Sch 


*(D ) 

JOHN W. BATTIN, 412 New York Life Bldg. Refers 
to Nebraska National Bank of Omaha and 
Omaha Gas Company. 

A. S. CHURCHILL, (ex-Attorney General of Ne- 
braska) Suite 516 te Y. Life Bldg. Refers to 


any bank in 

O' TetE* CM base dcccocs siccncsnesadas T. V. Golden 

Refers to First National Bank, U’Neill. 
ef, ee ee THOMAS L. HALL 
Refers to the Ord and First National Banks at Ord. 
Osceola (Polk) ......-.-+--sseeeeseeee+ H. M. Marquis 
} ae ty BREE sbusustedsvetes ixig ss 
wnee (PAWEE) ccccccccosccoses . C. Lindsay 
Pender* (Thurston) ............-.--0000-+ R. G. Strong 


ti i 
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——— Sars — 
Randolph (Cedar)................... --Geo, W. Wiltse | Plainfield (Union) NEW YORK* ork) 
Republican (Harlan)............ soneeeN, J. Ludi W.V. Moy. Refers to First National Bank ease 
‘Refers to rs of Fisinfield end MeKesson & Eobbine, Now BOROUGH OF Remaeras: 
Isaac P. Runyon. Refers to City National Bank, POWELL & CADY (OmarPowell. Daniel » 208 
Rucbenese & & Co. and Gusiieg Bese. butchers. ,N. pm ste OF oe 
FA lyn. eee Gilbert ooo Law Co and 
eemeseccsossccscecsece- : a Attorneys’ Association. 
sore. Agplegine & Spostel ettention to 2 ign canc in Sate and 
Ratherford Oxon wbee ss James W 4 
ee ee cashier eople’s Bank JAMES C. SPENCER, Stewart 220 Broadway. 
—y Co. | Cook Conkling of Rutherford. 
go _— e a General law practice and counsel. 
Refers to First National Bank of r tomeet hy 
Trenton* (Mercer) BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 












errr 








Camden* (Camden)............ CHAS. L. R. CAMPBELL 
$17 Market st. Refers to Security Trust & Safe 
Deposit Co. 

Cape May City* (Cape May)...... Jas. M. E. Hildreth 

Elisabeth* (Union) ............... RICHARD F. HENRY 
108 Broad street. 

Flemington* (Hunterdon).............. Paul A. 

Freehold* (Monmouth) .......... eas PARKER 





w. 
en H. W. Hunt 
Harrison (Hudson) ................ Send to J City 
Hoboken (Hudson) ..............+--««- oung 


J * (Hudson) 
rk? McDermott, 259 Washington st. Refers 
to N.J. Title Guaranty & Trust Co.,JerseyCity. 
Lambertville (Hunterdon) ....... Walter F. Hayhurst 


Branch (Monmouth) 
homas P. Fay. Counselor at law. 

FREDERICK PARKER, Counselor at Law, 12 West 
Main st., Freehold, N.J.; 215 Broadway, Long 
Branch, N.J. Notary Public. Com sioner 
of Deeds for New York and Pennsylvania. 


Manasquan (Monmouth)............. Parker & Pearce 
Matawan (Monmouth)............... Send to Freehold 
Morristown’ (Morris) 
Guy Minton. Refers to First National Bank. 
Charles A. Rathbun. Refers to Morristown Trust 
Co. and Morris County Savings Bank. 
Mount Holly* (Burlington)........ Walter A. Barrows 
Newark* ( ivideeciucchousense Johnson & German 
New Branswick* (Middlesex)..... Warren R. Schenck 
Refers to National Bank of New Jersey and Peo- 
ple’s National Bank. 
Ocean Ci see are 
( A 






ue ie sesetitien nae 
Paterson* (Passaic). sia nel 





letown = 
Mount Vernon ( pmcrsseiecsnemae ~ & Cra 
( 


Samuel Walker, Jr., 105 E. State st. 
oodbridge (Middlesex) essa Send to New Brunswick 
Woodbury* ( Neneess+-+---David O. Watkins 


NEW MEXICco. 


NEW YORK. 
Adams (Joffarson)...........--.------- 
Albany” (Albeng) eoscccercoses BUCHANAN. 4 ‘TAWYER 
(Charles J. Buchanan, George Lawyer), 79 Chapel 


st. References: First National Bank, National 
Exchange B k and National Sav'gs B’k of Albany. 


(Montgomery).......... Sullivan & Burke 
Auburn* (Cayuga)................-- Louis K. R. Laird 
Refers to National Bank of Auburn. 
Batavia" (Genesee) ................... Arthur bs Clark 
ely dennqeedénccaceceed 
Belmont* (Allegany) V.A <— 
hamton* (Broome)......... ....- Carver & Deye 
Broskport { | AE Send to Rochester 


teh (Kings) See New York City. 


Buffalo* ( 
CHARLES & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, See 


also 309 Broadway, New York Ci 
Careful conscientious attentien given 
all kinds of legal business, including collections 


and depositions. Refer to City National Bank 
and German Bank 


CLINTON & + aac ge 1012 Guaranty Bldg. Refer to 
Marine Bank of Buffalo. 


FRISBEE, Saeeneen 6 REDFIELD, Prudential Bldg. 


Refer to Fidelity Trust & Guaranty Co. and 


The Columbia Na ational Bank 
Cambridge (Washington)............. £liot B. Norton 
pone Montgomery)....C. W. &J. C. WHEELER 


law practice. Refer to » oan Spraker 


Bank and poe > ye National Ban 


gua* _ = M. Field 


Canandai 
Refers to MeKechnic & Co. ‘pankers. 


Gatskilte Gan 


Dupstlaglibiiesses 


Kecedseddpewesherened James B. Olney 


Refers to Catekill Nat'l and Tanners’ Nat’! Banks. 
Charlotte (Monroe) .................. Send to Rochester 


Chatham (Columbia) 
C. E. 


Refers to State B’k, Chatham, N.Y. 


Barrett. 
McClellan & Dardess. Refer to State Bank, ‘Chat- 
ham, N. Y. 


out) to hy 





Point (Queens)..... 
Corning: (Steu pews esas Williams 
Cortland’ (Cortland)................ *“paena Cc. 
Commercial litigation and collections a cae 
Dansville (Livingston) .. B. G. Foss 
Dunkirk (Chautauqua) . ‘Stearns, Warner & C ummings 
Elmira* (Chemung) ...............-- Robert T. Turner 







Flus ng ciibolidmesadesena Send to W hitestene 
Fort Plain (Montgomery) ......... Send to Canajoharie 
Fulton (Oswego) ................ Frederick G. Spencer 
Geneva (Ontario)............. «. .Geo. L. Bachman 
Glens Falls (Warren).............. w A. & L. Armstrong 
Gouverneur (St. Lawrence) William voos 
Homer (Cortland) ....... ..Send to Cor 





Hornelisville (Steu Chas. Condermar 
Hudson* (Columbia) A. F. B. Chase 
Ithaca* (Tompkins) ............. . James L. Baker 
Jamestown (Chautauqua) wrasse sec - Fowler & Weeks 
Refer to Jamestown National Bank. 
Johnatow u* (Fulton)............. FAYETTE E. MOYER 
Refers to pea om the J chastew n Bank. 
Keeseville pa T. Hewitt 
Kingston* (UIste: 
NEWCOMB a METZGER. A general law practice 
in State and Federal courts. ( orporation, in- 


surance and commercial law, specialties. Col- 
lections ww made. 
port* pages. - 
Malone* (Franklin 
References : People 8 Nat'l & Farmers’ Nat’ Banks. 
Marathon (Cortland) 
Massena (St. Lawrence) ........--.-.. John C. Crapser 
Refers to the Massena Banking Co. 


a Joshua Gaskill 
Dovictadk wcnial “FREDERICK 6. PADDOCK 


biasteded@ubdeesd Send to Cortland 


( Deccccccccses se. John C. R. Taylor 


sOeSees sneeSSeccccccs onathan Deyo 
estchester)....... Sein ¥. Lambden 





POWELL & CADY, 113 Montague st. 







eee eee eweene 


(Dutchess) cccceses Martin Heermance 
Pulaski (Oswego)............. Huntington & Whitney 

as National Bank. 
Rhinebeck (Dutchess).............. Martin Heermance 
Riverhead* (Suffolk) ...................... J. W. Hand 
— wk (POOLE, (Selden 8. ee *Practios in Otis 
(ith Powers Bldg Practice in now, 

Matiowal — 

Practice 


JOHN R. {->-} Powers Bldg. 
in all State Federal courts. ferences: 
Traders’ National Bank and Union Trust Co. 
Special attention to commercial business. 


EDWARD F. WELLINGTON, 20 Exchange st. Refers 
to Traders’ Nat 


ational Bank. 

Rome (Oneida) ....... ............ McMAHON & MASON 
Refer to First National Bank, Rome Gas Light 
Rome Electric Works and Rome ‘‘Daily Sentinel. 

Rondout (Ulster).............. .-.-Send to Kingston 

(Cattaraugus) .......... Ansley & Spencer 
Hill (Washington).. ..... Grenville M. Ingalsbe 
~~“ to the National Bank of Sandy Hill. 

Saratoga Springs (Saratoga) ............ W. P. Butler 

a ere M. Francis Kenn 
ers to Chas. B. Coxe, cashier Saugerties 
and First National Bank. 
Schenectady* (Schenectady)........... Jacob 
Ssboharie* (Schoharie)........ .... .... C. B. Mayham 
SDs <cccwsceccenns Send to 
* (Onondaga).............-- Coville & Dixson 
( Boaeecccccchéocsécoccce Lewis T. P: 

Troy* ( Pi cwencidewsenganntad John P. © 

Utica* (Oneida)............... Matteson & De 

we ( Daciadesqeccsedcacses to U 

Warrensburgh dome PERLITE ESSE L. C. Aldrich 
A. H. Sawyer 


White Plains* (Westchester). ...... Wilson Brown, Jr. 
Whitestone (Queens)............... Jno. R. Townsend 
Yonkers (Westchester)................ Wm. C. Kellogg 





Ashboro* (Randolph)................ Wm. C. Hammer 
Asheville* (Buncombe)........ .... Shuford & Shuford 
Carthage* ( ee ee ee eee W.J. Adams 
Charlotte* (Mecklenburg)............ Clarkson & Duis 
Durham* ( Datindwantes! acce & Foushee 
Elizabeth rc hs ag jushpeewean’ . Lamb 
ee a he houndeliie C. Bidgood 
pelbideennediiécenns illiam H. Lewis 
ouminer SED cccesnccqneneaees A. M. SCALES 
Successor to Shaw & Scales. Attorney for City 
National Bank, Southern Stock Ins Co., Under- 
writers Ins. Co. and refers to any bank or business 
man in Greensboro. 
Greenville* (Pitt)................e.-«-- Small & Long 


High Point (Guilford).............. Ss 


tedman & Ragan 
Refer to National Bank of h Point, the Bank 
of Guilford, ee, N. ©., or any business 
man in High Poin 


. FF. bot vm 


om bene ng of 
‘ers C., or Bank 
Laurin N.C. 
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Rockingham* (Richmond).......... Cameron Morrison 
Dcckdidenadcsoeteees Wn. D. Merritt 
* (Rutherford).... ..........- 8. Gallart 
Shelby* Chovelandl Gidney & Webb 
}.iaesssseneee. Armfield 

( Dinsnediiicsics: Sivtabal W.R. Lovill 

. Refers to Major A. D. Reynolds, Bristol, Tenn. 
Whiteville* (Columbus).... .... French & Williamson 

Sheriff 


Bathgate Pantin Minko wbiiesinn onabeiil Burke & Vick 
* (Burleigh) 
A. T. PATT' IN. Refers to the Bismarck Bank. 
Bottineau (Bottineau)................. Send to Towner 
SE ask ccencntss weinne Frank D. Davis 
Refers to Towner County Bank of Cando. 
Devil's Lake* emer océccqucoumuell ade A. MAGLONE 
Refers to N Bank of 6 Lake. 
ee James sna Campbell. 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Ellendale* (Dickey).............-..- A. D. Flemington 
W. A BARNET, Rooms 7 & 8 Morton 
way. ce. Refers to Red River 
Vv N Bank and Merchants’ State 
Bank, Fi and Hon. A k, 
Judge Dis 
Grafton* (Walsh).................... ae & Ph 
National - - 
GUTHRIE. er 
BANGS & GUTHRIE. ‘er to Wardner, Bushnell, 
Harvey (Wells)..............- svcnegaiadlll rere te Bw 
CR i ncsiccsencecccgpocescons F. Selby 
La Moure* Sas. vaiigeameree we “Blackrl 
Refers to State * < baie 
State Bank of Kulm, ames River ational 
Bank of J: homens | 
Leeds (Benson)....................... pao | to Towner 
Mandan* (Morgan)............--.«.-.-..-- 
iitinne ttn dereneta vegan Sema to Towner 
Northwood (Grand Forks) .............- yA well 
Bagby ST ono ayactccan anatbaiesiie Send to Towner 
P ERMEEOE) <ccccccccsecces = H. oe 
Towner* (McHenry) ..............-. Geo. W. P 
Commercial law and collections romptly — od 


to in Williams, Ward, Pierce, eau and Mc- 
Henry Counties. Refers to Towner Merchants’ B’k. 


Valley City* (Barnes)............ MARTIN E. REMMEN 
ational Bank 





Refers to First N and any business 
house in Valley City. 
Wi ton* (Richland)..............-.-. W. E. Purcell 
W: port* (Emmohs).. ....... H. A. Armstrong 
Williston ( AE HORTY: Send to Towner 
Willow City (Bottineau) .............. Send to Towner 
OHIO, 
Akron* (Sammit).............2.......----- Utis & Otis 
Alliance (Stark)......................- Rogers & Hart 
A | EAR SM SF. <2 
Andover (Ashtabula) ...................- C. D. Ainger 
Ashtabula (Ashtabula) ........... G. Belknap 


Willard 
Refers to Ashtabula Bank Co. & Farmers’ Nat. B’k. 
Ashville (Pickaway) . W. Morrison 
Adhans* (ATMA)... .. c00c0ess.... cence L. A. KOONS 
Refers to Bank of Athens. General law and collec- 
tions. Notary public and stenographer. Business 
for non-residents given prompt nits 
Barnesville (Belmont) 





Susece secncccsenen & Crew 
Batavia* (Clermont) ..... alia & & MeDonald 
Bellefontaine* (Logan)................. John C. rae eI 
Blanchester (Clinton)...... geuneemascnieie P. Savage 
Bowling Green* (Wood) -----Nearing & ee 
Bremen (Fairfield) ......... --Send to St. Mary’ 
Bryan* (Williams)..................... John B. Wh te 
PP anccccscascoseccs Edward Vollrath 
«. _, ,__, SERPS RERRD TINS Fe5 J. B. Worley 
Caldwell* (Noble) ....................... 7% a Spriggs 
Cambridge* (Guernsey) .......... ackey 
Camden (Preble) ..................... ink G. Shuey 
Canal Fulton (Stark).................. A. J. Kittinger 
Oanton* (Stark) 
MILLER & POMERENE, Central Savings Bank Bldg. 
Kefer to any bank in the city. 
Carey (Wyandot) «......................-- Amos Bixb 
QOarroliton* (Carroll) ................ .. A. P. Mortland 
Oalina* (Mercer) .....................-.. John Kramer 
Cheshire (Gallia)................... Send to Gallipolis. 
Ghillicothe* (Ross)....................- Wilby G. Hyde 


CINCINNATI* (Hamilton) 


ALFRED GROVES, 
Get Johnston Bldg. | porte seomptty 





W. J. DAVIDSON, St. Paul 
General law and Commer- 
cial litigation. Refers to Equitable Nat'l] Bank. 

~~ & LEVY, Chamber of Commerce Building. 

Refer to itable National Bank, 3 Members of 
Attorneys National Clearing House. 

eae F. eat oe in Euiee 

eral commercial la 


Cincinnati ; 
Mekillop, Waller 4 Go. New York. 


Commercial and corporation law 
JNO. W. ARNOLD, | and general court practice. 
department devoted ony, to mer- 
Suite 736, the 


cantile collections and the business 
< of non-residents. Depositions 
Society for Promptly made. taken and reports 
ie. 
Savings Building. 





HART agg s. pee poe 306-309 Beckman 
ational Bank, Dime 


farfugn eBanking ¢ Co, Bin Mfg Co., W.J. 

Donnell Elevator(o. and Barrett Brewing o. 

A. LEWENTHAL, J... nd — for Savings. 
Collections. corporati: 


jurance mat- 
ters a ae 
MAX J. PFISTER, 501 American Trust Building. 
General practice. Collections and commercial 
litigation a s ity. Telegraphic advices re- 
ceive prompt attention in Cuyahoga County. 
Remittances made day of collections. Refer- 
ences: Dime Savings Bank. Cleveland, Ohio; 
The Pabst Brewing Co., Milwaukee, Wis. 
and others. 


JOHN 0. WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Refers to 
Cleveland National Bank. 


: bey ed SSodarvesaesassene che sed M. W. HUNT 
Refers to People’s Banking Co. and First Nat'l] B’k. 
ee iw ty” (Franklin) 

F. F. D. ALBERY, Room 40, Board of Trade. At- 
jang for Commercial National Bank and See- 
sions & Co., Investment Bankers. 

ALBERY & oor 5m 119% South High st. Stene 


grapher and Notary for depositions. Refers to 
ihio National Bank, Commercial Nat'l Bank, 
any Judge or wholesale house in Columbus. 

Columbus Grove (Putmam)...............-- 8. Sanders 
Contin, (PGE) cnccncsscsswsss swsccccese T. M. Potter 
Covin, (Miami) 

J. H. Marlin. 

J. Guy O'Donnell. 
Cuyahoga Falls (Summit).......... Chas. H. Howland 
Dayton* (Mon: EY) ccwcceccccccceese J. E. CARSON 


1 Reibold Bldg. Commercial, corporation, real es- 

tate, probate, insurance and banking laws a spec- 

ialty. Refers nad Winters National k. 

Defiance* (Defian 

D. E. DOZER, — law practice. Commercial 
collections receive special attention. Refers 
to Merchants’ National Bank of Defiance and 
Smith, Moulton & Price,attorneys, Chicago, Ill. 


Benj. B. Kingsb Refers to First and Merch- 
ants’ National ks. 

De Graff (Logan) .....................- Huston & Curl 

Delphos (Allen) .......--.000--s000--. Horace A. Reeve 

Dennison (Tuscarawas) .................. A. W. Elson 

Dresden (Muskingum)........ ...... John W. P. Reid 


Refers to Dresden Banking Co. 


East Liverpool (Columbiana) . Viscsshens & Grosshans 
Maten* (Preble). .ccccecsconccccscecces James L. Sayler 
BEE CLANEER). noncesecshvcroteuseceseend Lee Stroup 
Findlay* (Hancock).............. «+. L. A. Carabin 
Fostoria (Seneca)...........---....--.- T. P. Johnston 


Refers to Rebbins Bros. & Co. 
Fremont* (Sandusky) 
Galion (Crawford)........... ........ 


Gallipolis* (Gallia)..................- T. E. BRADBURY 

fers to First National Bank. Special attention 

to commercial and probate practice. Notary and 
stenographer in office. 





Grafton (Lorain)......+scccssscseessceseees- See Elyria 
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E. LA DOW 
ttorney for Citi- 
-Nye & Follett 
McNeal & Sons 
Marysville* (Union)......---------:------ 5@ Grimth 
NION) ........ 20+ ---ese eens 
Massillon* ? detredgempacver Orlando C. Volkmor 
McComb (laneock ie ieiiitinnns teat W. F. Brickman 
McConnelsville* (Morgan)......... ...-.- H. E. Foster 
Medina* (Medina) ..............----ss+++- Jos. Andrew 
Miamisburg (Montgomery).........----- W. A. Reiter 
Middletown (Butler).........-.-- Donley & Rhonemus 
| amma law and collections promptly attend- 
Minster (Auglaize) ..............-- Send to St. Mary’s 
Sheciioe Ou ) ...-....-Mitchell & 
Mount Vernon” (F.nox)..............- Cooper & Mvore 
Newark* (Licking) ........--.--..--- & Fulton 
New Comerstown ( WG). sccuas E. E. Lindsay 
New Philadelphia* pwas)....-.--- J. ¥. Kuhns 
Ni Baltimore (Wood)............. W. H. McMillen 
Norwalk* (Huron)................- Bentley & Stewart 
Ottawa* (Putmam).................- Charles T. Malone 
RES EEPRRR Ee L. H. Wells 
Painesville* i Se beonbenwuews otivnas Tuttle & Tuttle 
Piqua (Miami).............-+s0++-se00-- C. B. Jamison 
ny weet (iia “TEL ae * ore A. Trae 
ashington(Tuscarawas ew 
Portamouth* (Scioto).............-+. -- Noah J. Dever 
at yg Cectags) 
E. W. Maxson. Refers to First and Second Ne 
tional Banks of Ravenna. 
Ripley (Brown) ..........--.«+++++ Sindaces W.D. Young 
Roseville (Muskingum)............ John W. Williams 
Refers to William and L. 8. ms 2 
Babine (CHROIID 600 deccccteccs cone cccsee 
Refers te the Sabina Bank. 
Salem (Columbiana) ...............- Taylor & Metzger 
Salineville (Columbiana). ..............--- L. C. Moore 
Sandusky* (Erie)..... ..... -.  -ss«+0--- R. B. Fi 
Daido amidase cedenee nel Send to Ri: 
ield* (Clark)........... ...- John C. Bassett, Jr 
St. Mary (A rela ee Bullock de M 
( Dieeehonsapcackall 
Steubenville (Jefferson) .............------ P. Lewis 
Thurman (Gallia) .................-+ to 
TiGin* (BEMGOR) 00000 coccccccccceccecsces Rush A 
Refers to Seer National Bank. 


Toledo* (Lucas 
CHITTENDEN & SeNTVERONE. Drummond Block. 
Commercial law and collections a specialty. 
~ ye ee an bank in this city. References 
hed in all cities on application. 
Senchene taken in office. 
——, Spe ~—e Drummond Block. 
in all courts. Commercial, corpora- 
fens rok coal cated, banking.and insur- 
ance laws, oepenely. Refers to Merchants & 
° 





Clerks’ Bank and Ohio Savings B'k & Trust Co. 
Toronto (Jefferson)....................0-- 5. B. Taylor 
U Sandusk * (Wyandot) 

y yando 
Urbenar (Champeigh)........c.2..00. 
Van Wert* (Van Wert)...............-.-- 
PRE CEs dntiencccctciccecccud 
Wapakoneta* (Auglaize)... 
Warren* (Trumbull)......... eon 
Washington C, H.* (Fay ped 
Refers to the whe ne ‘Bank at this 
Waverly* (Pike) ..........-..+--- Charles M. Caldwell 
OO re . E. Jacobs 
Refers to First National Bank of Wellaton. 
Wellsville (Columbiana)................-.. F. L. Wells 
Wilmington* (Clinton) ..... Slone, — & Clev 
Wooster* (Wayne) ............-...-- wma * 4 —— 
Yellow Springs GTOONG)....ccccsenccnsnes 
Youngstown* (Mahoning)...........- J. Gavin ‘ving 
Zanesville* (Muskingum) ..............- A. A. Frasier 

OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

Beaver* (Beaver)........-...--..- R. H. Loofbourrow 
County Attorney. Refers to Star Grocery Co. 
Liberal, Kan. 

Chandler* (Lincoln)....... ...........-- A. J. Morris 
Refers to the Bank of Hoffman, Conklin & Charles. 

Crane (ag) .ccccccoccccccceccocesseecess a to Perry 

E! Reno* (Canadian).................--- room Cram 





Canadian 
Refers to First National Bank of El Reno. 
Guthrie* (Logan)... . 8. 
Hare (HAG) 0c cces cccccccccscvesescses 
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW, 43, 46 & 47 BROAD STREET, CHARLESTON, S. C. 
COMMERCIAL LITIGATION AND COLLECTIONS A SPECIALTY. 
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William 
peenetee ohn Fisher & Hennessey 


eee ee eeeee sees 


saningten) ....Thos. H. on b Tenaee 
Hofer to Shute Foote, bankers. 
MoMinnville* (Y 


Portland octal ctdedeecdindund PIPES & TIFFT 
es in bg States and State Courts. Com- 
of deeds. Commercial business given 
uae Gates Refer to Ainsworth N 
Associated Bankin Trust Co. 
Tilton and London & San sco Bank. 


llentown* tohigh 
JAS. EC SCHAADT, Dist. a:torney be om tl 


(Blair 
s. LEISENRING. Solicitor for First National 
Bank of Altoona. 


Bellefonte* 
. Benton (Columbia) .... ...............-..- B. 
voy berber nergy Bank of Dushore, Pa. 
Bethlehem (N ame Cop . Bend to South 


ae Ce aia ia a 
Bradford (McKean 


8 Tetforeon) sasensgnel H. B. McOu h 
Preckvaie son) . "icxanderC agohe ae Witte 
f Brookville, Pa. 


PD .cocccovtsiite Herman Berg, Jr 
Reters to any bankor person inthe city. 


a ~ yb Franklin)......... , F. NOBLE 
alley National Bank of bersburg 
and First National Bank of reneastat Pa. Gen- 
eral law and collections. Business for non-resi- 
dents given prompt attention. Charges reasonable. 





Chester (Delaware) ...............-....--- 
Cilarion* ( mS  atedeenbdegial Reid & 

Refer to the First and Second —— Banks. 
Cleartield* Si cmssentsocntt Sw & Patton 
ct (Payette) ...........-ccecee m. A. 

PSOE) ccacccoocesceseteh 
Danville* (Montour)................. Wm. Kase West 
Easton* (Northampton)...... W. S. & M. ae ae 
(Wm. 8. Kirkpatrick, Ex-Attorney-General ; M 
tie Kirk patria U. 8. Commissioner), 8. W. Cor. 


Cee eee eee tanneee 


ee,  - t (Camero: W. Shaffer 
to th the First National Bank of Emporium. 

WT nsec cccccccets cnes= Harold M. Sturgeon 
Franklin* Wma. «««-«ee+-3, L. Kahle 
eee ae. hak Ce 


| or .FRANK B. WARERAV 
Greenville (Mercer) ......................- L. Keck 


Ww. Saati cA CARTER, Room 2, Kelker Bl Refers 
as Trost Co. and Harrish g Na 


ional 
H. L. Nissley, 7 North 34 st. 


Wolfe & Bailey. Refer to Harrisb Late Bank. 
Holliday burg” (i Bla iabent W. 8 Smi 
* ( Discccoeustnanie 
Honesdale* (Wayne) ...............-se000- A. T. Searle 
Hummelstown ( skies coowsoséechiall ¥. T. Schaffner 
Huntingdon‘ en vocecdadianll Horace B. Dunn 
ohnstown (Cambria 
Ww. W. ATKINSON. Commercial law and collections 
distinctively. 
Lancaster* (Lancaster) ............ Junius B. Kaufman 
48. N Duke st. 
Latrobe* (Westmoreland) ......... Frank B. H ve 
Lebanon* aaa wa*atseoreas .P. 58. 
ma ~ Lewisbarg oe  aeaeeneed 
Lewistown" (Miffiin).......... cosngth Howard (. Lantz 
Mahhowy Gity (aebeyeii iisbert P. Sweat 
( u Jecoccccsce . Swi 
Refers to Union Hationa Bank. 
Manch Chunk* (Carbon).......... Horace De Y. Lents 





(Allegheny) ...........- W. A. APPLEGATE 
we 
Meadville* (Cra Joshua 
Mercer)... m * 
Union: 





.W. Parke Warne 


(Ww 
anon te yg AM oe aCe. , bankers, and J. F. 


N wee Bed a 





Mount Carmel (Northumberland) ..J. B. Bastress 

Mount t (Wesmoreland).. Nevin A. Cort 

Nanticoke (Luzerne) ...... .............-. H. P. Robins 
Refers to First National Ban 

New Castle* (Lawrence) .............. H. K. GREGORY 
Refers to the First National 

* (Montgomery)...... Wm. F. Dannehower 

Oil City (Venango). ............0.--.<--- m. McNair 

ELPHIA* hia) 

A414 LL SAMBERGER, Building, 

Chestnut st. law. Colleo- 

Refer to Market Street National Bank, 

een & Jas, BEbees, Wanamaker & City 


CARR & pg 't Bidg. Commercial 
and jw. Collection d t 


LB oe. eS Corpora com- 


delphia office Connecticut Mutual Life Ins. > 
Hartford, Conn. ; rc Harris, Bassett & 
Co., Philadelphia, eto. 

SAMUEL W. COOPER, Franklin unig, p08 So. 12th st. 
Refers to R. G. Dun & he Mercantile 
Agency, at any office. 

JOSEPH A. REED, Suite 1111-1114 Stephen Girard 
Bldg, 21 South Twelfth st. General practice, 
corporation and commercial law, and collec- 
tions, specialties. Refers to Union Trust Ce., 
Howett. Warner & Co. Dry Goods, 429 Market 


st.; Ivins, Diets & Magee, carpets, 1220-2 
Market st. ; The , Soe mages 3o., fire-bricks, 23d 


WAGNER & TSCHUDY, 15 and 17 Seuth Third st. 
Prompt attention given to claims of all kinds 


in Philad and throughout the United 
States and No blic. Refer to 
Philadelphia Trust & @ Deposit Co. and 
Central National Bank. Long Distance ‘Phone. 
PITTSBURG* (Allegheny) 
Chantler, Meaill & —— 
Pittaton (Luzerne)................-......F.C. Mosier 


Pottaville* (Schuylkill) 
8. B. Edwards. Refers to Pennsylvania National 


Bank of Pottsville. 

A. W.Schalck. Refers to any bank at this place. 
Punxsutawney (Jefferson)............ Jacob L. Fisher 
Refers to it National and Citizens’ Banks. 
Reading* (Berks).................... Robert P. Shick 
Renovo (Clinton). ..............- Send = Lock Haven 
Reynoldsville (Jefterson)...... ...... McDonald 


Refers to Firat National Bank and 4 noldsville 
Hardware Co. 


Ridgway* (Eilk).............. ieucocsensees Fred H. Ely 
Scranton*™ (Lackawanna) 
FRANK E. BOYLE, Burr Bldg. Refers to any bank 
or wholesale house in the city. 
Shenandoah (Schuylkill) ...... Edward W. Shoemaker 
Smethport* (McKean) ..........++.------ E. R. Mayo 
South Bethlehem (Northam Daiteaee J.D. Brodhead 
Sunbury* (Northumberland)...........Knight & Loeb 
a ~~ ey ey 7 .John D. Miller 
ers to th it and City National Boake, 
Fey | —— bs cecatinneee<éncacce B. Graeff 
=—— Ss TED. « ccccncscoseencdcessaccences B.S Smith 


to Miners’ National Bank, woe hd Pa. 
EAP Toren P. M. Clark 
Titusville (Crawford)................- Chester L. Kerr 
Refers to the Commercial Bank of Titusville. ‘ 
Uniontown" (Fayette)................-H. L. Robinson 


Warren* (Warren).............. Dinsmoor & Peterson 
Wi * (Washington),........... Barnett & Ling 
Watsontown (Northum Riese Send to Sunbary 
Wellaboro* (Tioga) .................- Merrick & Yor 

D éntbucuccccccecdiee Be 


barre Siar is 
FELIX ANSART, 15 . Franklin st. Commercial 


law and liti y- 
WILLARD H. GOODWI x. Welles Building. Refers 
to Second Nai Bank and Anthracite Sav- 


ings Bank. 
JOSEPH MOORE. Refers to First National Bank 
People’s Bank and Wilkesbarre Deposit & 


Savings Bank. 

FRANK P. SLATTERY. Commercial law and collec- 
tions. Refers to Wyoming Valley Trust Co. 
of bobrege mer 


canon & 4 "itunsol. Attorneys for Lycoming 


3 
West Branc > National Bank, 
Williamaport aa Railways, Williame- 
port Water ¢ Co., Central Pennsylvania Tele 
siti. ,TheH.B. ClaflinCo.and R.G.Dun&Co. 
pe! 


ohn ‘A Hoober, eS & Trust me 


Drovers & Mechanica? 
erations] Banke 


way 





RHODE ISLAND. 


fo sammoamnobane “Wi Bella 


( 
BALLOU & 410, Industrial Trust Co. 
No. 49 Westminster st. A ee 
) 
‘Atlantic National 


and Bank. 
STEPHEN J. CASEY, Counsellor at-Law, Banagan 





SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Alken* (Aiken)............... «-----Claude 
to 
i. - ss to Bask of Aiken, F. B. =. B. 


Refer to Citizens’ Savings 
Beanfort* (Beaufort)............... ...- W. I. Verdier 
Camden* ccaccacscecececesceeOs Le Winkler 


CHARLESTON* 

MORDECAI 4 GADS0EN, P.O. pus 1 Refer to 
Bank. > Saga om ea 
aa Ay ry \. 


in the city. 
Union* (Union) Thomas B. 


SIOUX Siesta (Minnehaha) 

BAILEY & VOORHEES. Attorneys for Sioux Falls 
National Bank, R. G. Dun & Co., Illinois Cen- 
tral Railroad Co. and Western Union Tele- 
graph Co. 

DAVIS, LYON & GATES. Ata for State B’k’g 
& Trust Co. and Sioux Falls Water Co. Refer. 
ences: Any bank or business house in the city. 


Sisseton* (Roberts)................ Barrington & Lane 
Refer to Sisseton State Ban 
—_— (Bon Homme).............. & 
ermillion* (Clay)...... ............. JARED RUNYAN 
ww and, > 
Watertown* (Coddington)............... _ Nicolson 
Webster* ( iapdndnesetesactesecocscs E. W. Taylor 
fa Dan ~_ = & Merchants’ Bank and Sosar. 
Wilmot (Roberts) .....................- J. J. Batterson 
Yankton* (Yankton).................. R. E. McDowell 
TENNESSEE. 
OC aa Send to Elizabethton 
Bristol* (Sullivan).................<<. Curtin & Ha: 
a Reencctachanatl J. W. E. Moore 
Butler (Johnson) ................ to 
treville* (Hi: EL Sy Clagett & Flowers 
to National Bank ef Cen’ 
penadacoenkennentecc ce W. L. Cook 
SWANEY & > em. sd Third Nat 403 Banke 
— eeccccceceses 
OColaumbia* (Maury) ................. t, 
Oum' (Claiborne) ........ 
Roter to People Bank Te = iNPTON a MILLER 
+ enn 
Line & Twine Oa” 





os Zo Ripe agape cha meretlacramnm 
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Kenton (Obion).........................- E. R. BRUCE (Johnson) ..............-- Send to Cleburne 
en G ral ant). slate sogswutds ead & Bereter 
Teenwood (Wise) ...........-....--- 
ICK, Deaderick Bldg. Special (Hamilton). SE PP POSER: H. B. McDaniel 
ee Refers to the First National Bank of Hico. 
Fe TT a ea ee oe, Deaton, | abe MD...,.... lapiivehans<<0 F. P. Works 


commer: iz law, and mercantile collections 


tly aitended to. 
Say Londen) odocsieneapencdaeitel Send to Loudon 


Tendon" (London) Hoc LE is BE + J. E. Cassaday 


A chirneye for emp _ 
jel ig Co. and aapecaly, A turnays of the 





FRANK. P. post Festoe. Counsel & 
of ——_— Order Knights of 
Division uth- 
ern Ue. Refer to any bank or merchant in 
—_ _ corporation 
wa § 
yy sae eswodns Shields & Mountcastle 
— = pddiseneWeccuee oore & McNally 
" Pulaski* (Giles).....-.......0000+-----00- no. T. Allen 
Roan Mountain (Carter)......... Send to Elizabethton 
Shell Creek (Carter)............. Send y Elizabethton 
PP aad cbedecessh sessed --M. A. Cummings 
ton* (Gibson)..... .. Walker & Hont 
Refer to se ga County Bank or any other bank 
in the coun 
Watertown (W cciidaheadone® +. 4enkonnd J. R. Smith 
Reters to the Bank of Watertown 
Waverly* (H ania J. F. Shannon 
TEXAS. 
Abilene* (Taylor) ......-...........-.- Kirby & Kirby 
Refer to ens & Lowdon, bank 
Alvarado (Johnson) ................. Send to Cleburne 
Alvin ( Doeence ccctnecdccseet D. Graves 
Alvord (Wise)......................-- Send to Decatur 
J ( Dicdaccescodsubsecsoes Send to Alvin 
Siewesiooe ievweneestd O’Neai & Cul 
Austin* (Travis) .......-.......... Fishogh Thornton 
( Williamson) wnmmmnasecrsiens a 
Air nian nin epareetininali 
Belton® Cdaeterkesadensea ARTHUR M. MONTEITH 
Counsel for Belton National Bank ton & Miller 
and Hall & Co., Bankers Temp Practices in 


mercial ag specialties. Notary and steno- 


Bowie (Montagu) edain cousiieath eile SPEER & SPEER 


ice. Wehave al facilities 


for ing ce! — on this and adjoining towns. 
peary 2 | in office. Refer hes First National Bank 
and City Natienal 

Boyd (Wise) ......--.-.---e00-00-ee0e+ to 

lw* (MoUulloch)................... F. M. Newman 
to Commercial Bank of Brady 

Brazoria (Brazoria) ............ hae a Wilson 
Refers to any business 

Brenham* (W: Dc npucessen MATHS. & TEAGUE 


A general law practice. ——, attention given 





to any business sent us. prone office. Refers 

to the First National Bank. 
Wise). ... Send to Decatur 
Goodwin & Grinnon 
T. 8S. Henderson 
Send to Decatur 
Ebdétcensweube + tabian Otis Trulove 
Coleman* (Coleman) ..........-..... Randelph & Webb 
Columbia (Brazoria)............... .... R. B. Loggivus 
Columbus (Colorado).............. George MoConnick 
poem DR atiyincscancadeasaen W. B. Hamilton 
senigeters to thor Di enasvwcovcaniia T. E. Humphrey 

wan to a & Griffith. 
Rep ReEuie os dcenessaereus . L. Young 


fore 8 ie Pir First National Bank of Tey 
Corsicana* (N 

BALLEW, NAGLE s BALLEW. Refer to City National 
Bank. Corsicana National Bank and Fleming & 
Tewpleton, bankers, of Corsicana. 

T. W. LOVETT. Refers to “ity National Bank of 
Corsicana, National S) ‘eather Exchange 
of Boston, Mass.; § Bartlett & Co., 


Baltimore, ¥ Gilbert Elliott Law Co., New 
ss City; Ihe ter cantile Ac ljuster and A. 
W. Moise & © Louis, Mo. 
Crowley (Tarrant) einai .....- Send to Cleburne 
Dallas* (Dallas 
BAKER & RHEA. References: National Bank of 





EDWIN 0. HARRELL, 2°5 Main st. Refers to the 
National Exchange i\a: 

Decatar* (Wise)............ SPENCER & BASHAM 
A general law practice. Collections g prompt 
attention. Refer to First Naticas la d Wise 
County National Bank. 

Denison ( — eererececs cons Sti ppsteizn 

Denton* (Denton)........------...- C. Uwaley 
Refers to Exchange National Bani k ‘ 

Eastland* (Eastland) . rd 

Edna (Jackson) vi . 

m0 ( ) rT : 

El Paso* (EK) Paso ; Liams 
Commercial ~ “and collections. 

Farmersville (Collin) .............. Send tx ne 

( EDosorcoscccsceas Send to 1 1 
ort Worth* (Tarrant) 
GEORGE Q. McGOWN, Rooms 28 & 29 Po 
Attorney and Mercantile Adjuster. 
trips made to any part of the State o 
on nest. 
Gainesville" (Cooke) bene csencconcesioan 
Galveston* (Galveston) ............... Labatt & Labat 
* (Coryell) ........---+--s20-e-- J. E. Walke 
males (Gonaales) pieboebacdeseds Harwood & Wales 





* (Harris) 
a ag sony & mt mn ee, = Refer to 


a... BIGELOW aie 4 Vorneel for Houston Ne 
Seiemenieiienate: setery and Gane 
grapher in office. New York references: Mer- 
ee Bee Hard & Rand. St. 
Louis references: Levis- 


Joshua (Johnson)................+40+ Send to Cleburne 
La Grange* (Fayette) peesteccnnestsamnal Geo. E. Lenert 
Manvel (Brasoria)........ .....-.--- Send to Columbia 
McKinney* CORD ikcnceskins  vectsude M. H. Garnett 
Meridian* ( Se Robertson & n 
Montague (Mon Darcosdvcssosesin ss Send to Bowie 
DB ine cedagusedevcedohoud to 
Paris” ( Picccct ss scdevdncesantnented Hale 
Se rae Send to McKinney 
Port Arthur (Jefferson)..........--..---- A.M. 
—— (Hardeman)...............- Davis E. Decker 
mond (Fort Bend). ......... ....++++ R. H bem 
Rin (Montague) ...........--+2-+-- to 
San Angelo* (Tom Green)........-. Joseph Spencer. Jr 
San Antonio* (Bexar)............-. Clark, Bal) & Fuller 
Seguin (Guadalupe).............. Charles 
Sherman* (Grayson)............+-++-++ Beaty & Culver 
Stephenville* (Erath)................ Vincent & Carter 
Refer to First National Bank of Stephenville. 
Sulphur Springs* (Hopkins) .........-.. Sam A. Early 
nts non-residents ex ively in commer. 
matters. Refers to City National Ban 
Sunset (Montague) .............------+- Send to ‘Bowie 
Taylor a o Whe cecedegebs oc cnsnte R. L. Penn 
Temple ( —_ 9 cescsssecueus seasescogged Send to Belton 
Terrell ( Ducngansssctebebecs Robert L. Warren 
Texarkana (Bowie).............----+---+ Dan T. Leary 
Tyler* ( Duns scrbudasisgeeses W. 58. Herndon & Sone 
Velasco (Brazoria) ...........-s0-++-+ W. W. Anderson 
Venus (Johnson). ..............+ «s+: Send to Cleburne 
Waco* Mina gener Sevsevere sodevscoasye H. P. JORDAN 


insurance and bank- 
ruptey law, 3 ciate i heheuce in all the courts, 
pawrnclgs Fen F = a 2 for a Ad. 
juster Agency, Snow- 
Church Co., on Bradford 1 Hhodes & & Co., United Com- 
mercial Lawyers, Attorneys’ & A be Associa- 
tion, eta 8 Mercantile Agency and others. 


SO Se ncdb couse <ccacvecé 
Wouthertont® (PEEREE) « . cecrcccccccccecs W. R. Vivrett 
Wichita Falls* (Wichita)........... J. H. Barwise, Jr. 
Wolfe City (Hunt) ........¢........ Send to Commerce 
Woodville* (Tyler).........-.+.-+--ae+++ J. A. Mooney 
UTAH. 
Brigham* (Box Elder) ..............--.- J. M. Coombs 
Oe CE. Lavencaceagooceooseuvens J.C. Walters 
F Cee onctnscecesaces+oss Run a Kine 
(URED) .coccccsncsisqooes« King, 
Richfield (Sevier) .........2+-..--- 020006 yw J. » dm 
Commercial law lege collections. 
‘Salt Lake* (Salt Lak 


ey i uss, & GRAY, 5th floor Arerbach Block. 


ercial litigation especially. 
RICHARD B. SHEPARD, Suite 120-125 Commercial 
Com mercial, corporation and mining 
= - alties. Refers to Commercial Na 
tional k of this os gemma furnished 


at any point where req 

VERMONT. 
Alburgh (Grand Isle)............- Send to St. Albans 
Barre ( Washington)..............-- Edward W. Bisbee 
Barton (Orleans) ............ ..+- .--.-- ¥F. W. Baldwin 

Refers to Bar‘on Savings Bank. 
Bellows Falls (Windham)..............-... F. A. Bolles 
Brandon (Rutland).................. Edward 8S. Marsb 
Prattleboro (Windham). . Frank Stowe 


Refers to Meee t National Bank of Brattleboro. 


,Barlington* (Chitte' 


CLARK C. BRIGGS. | tens Block. 





East Fairfield ( Franklin) .......... Send to St. Albans 
Enosburgh (Frank hin) 
Fairfax ( klin)..... 
Georgia (Franklin). ..............-- 
Montpelier" de em an oe Huse& Howla: d 
Northfield (Was pébconsanke de OM ee 
North Hero* (Gran Tele). bdSbeebeds Send to St. Albans 
Rutland’ (Rutland)..................-. Willis M. Rose 
Sheldon (Franklin)................- Send to ~ Albane 
St. Albans* (Franklin)... -H. MOTT 
Refers to Weldon National Bank, St. hivene 
St. Tohnsbury* (Caledonia)............ Henry Blod 
White River Junction (Windsor) ....Wm. Batchelder 
Woodstock” (Windsor) ..............- Wm. Batchelder 
VIRGINIA. 
exandria* (Alexandria)..............Samuel G. Bent 
and* (Bland)....2-sccccscosece coocce Fulton Kegley 
arlottesville* (Albemarle)............. Frank Gilmer 
fton (Allegheny)............ -J. C. King 
Deaville (Pitteylvania).............. Withers & Green 
Laatvi les (Northampton)............-. We Be ebook 
rede a (Spotenytvania ..Marve & Fiteb 
iLarrison »urg* (Roo pore. JOHN E. ROLLER 
lections a ° 
Houston* (Halifax)...............0- James H. Guthrie 
Refers te Bank of Halifax at this place. 








to Bank and Poopie's Ned} 
Magruder (York)............... wove goons MEDI 


Refers to the National 
oe E> gle 


Manchester* (Chesterfield) 
rier cee Kpilie John B. 
Ni ee x Pe ‘ “z ra 
Eoupest boeneee ouscte 
A. B. 230 Main st. Commercial, colleo- 
law. Litigation. Refers to any 


widdle)............Davis & McIlvaine 

Perens Te me ood. 8, Oreokar 

Pulaski* (Pulaski)................- -«.+..0. C. Brewer 
Refers to Pulaski Loan & Trust Co. 


Richmond* (Henrico) 
O’FERRALL & REGESTER, 1102 E. Main st., P. 0. 
Box 348. Counsel merican Nationa) 
Make ty of vt COR- 
courts. a COMMER’ 
py ee ph gm be law. Refer to 
in Richmond. 
w. 0 8 SKELTON, "Chamero 


’ Exchange Bank and JT: wites Williams & 
Sons. bankers. 
Roanoke)............ S. HAMILTON GRAVES 
fers to First National and National 
Banks, Roanoke, also Mercantile Trust & 
Baltimore. 


Co., 
Staunton’ (A: getegesaoeoeronse J.R. 
Stuart* (Patrick). ..............--.sse00 P. Bouldin, Jr 
County 
Suffolk* Di cscncccceccdatagh R. H. 
Warrenton* (Fauquier).............-«+++ J. Pd 
Warsaw* (Richmond)...............-« J. W. Chinn, Jr 
Wincheater* ( Fred Redecisovneut John J. Wiliams 
Wytheville* (Wythe).............. «... H. M. Heuser 
WASHINGTON. 
Arlington (Snohomish) ..........-.++.«+++- L. N. Jones 
Refers to any business house in Arlington. 
Colfax* (Whitman) tetas Gocnde wowed 4 Craven & Canfield 
Montesano Se H, Abeb 
Mount Vernon* (Skagit).... ........ ames C. Waugh 
New Whatcom* (Whatcom) — Neterer 





arene SON & HUNEKE, 606 to 611 Byte Block. Com- 
probate la 


realestate and ww. Collections. 
Counsel of Great Northern Ry. and. 
STERN Spokane and Northern Ky. 
HAMBLEN Refers to Hoadley, Lauterbach & 
Johnson, New York, * Moran, Krauss. 
LOND, & wegse. Chicago; Board of Trade, 
401-404 San ancisco; Any bank or 
Tue Rookery | merchant in Spokane. 
| Special deposition facilities. 


- ALLYN & ALLYN, (Fran Frank Allyn, Frank Ally =) 
ran nD, Jr. 

321 Fidelit dg Refers to London & 
Francisco ‘ederal and State Sedmes, ae 


Walla Walla* (Walla Walla)................ W. Clark 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Addison* (Webster) .......... ...... H. C. Thurmond 
Commercial law and collections. Refers to Buck- 
hannon Bank, Buckhannon, -" Va. 

Bluefield (Mercer) ST EP . W. McClan ond 
Refers to the es National Bank of Bluefi 

Buckhannon* (Upshur) 

. C. Pifer. vail to the Traders’ National Bank. 
A.M. Poundstone. Commercial law and collections 





Burton (Wetsel)...........-.--.-.++ W. G. me 

Refers to Exchange Bank of a 
Camden-on-Gauley — éveces Addison 
Charleston* (Kanawha 


SAMUEL S. GREEN. State and Federal Courts. 
Sogeneeas one corporations. Refers to Charleston 


National Ban 
Charlestown* (Jefferson n) eae bnonail Forrest W. Brown 
Refers to the Bank ef Charlestown. 
Clarksburg’ eeeten).. son dnacosun eeu Cc. W.L 
Cowen (Webster) . sone --Send to Addison 
Erbacon (Webster)... iisdcussicooeessned Send to ‘Addison 
Fairmont* (Marion)...............-.-.. A. B. Fleming 
Fay etteville* (Fayette) ............ Payne & Hamilton 
Refer to Kenauhe Valley Bank and Charleston 


National Bank, both of Charleston, W. Va. 


Grafton* (Taylor) .. .J. L. HECHMER 
Refers to the Grafton Bank. 

Fun *( Disheessbdoase ".. Vinson & ee 

Tackson C. H.* (7 eckson) ...........---- Warren 

Keyser* (Mineral) ..°.............- William C. Clayton 
Refer to Davis Nacional Bank, Piedmont, W. Va. 

Lane's Hottom (Webster; ........... Send to Addison 

Martinsbur g* (Berkeley) ...............- 5. M. Wi 


CQCOOm Hea 


Oss) ff ibtteed 


1 - 
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LN ag = ae a —— te Coens tumberland)...... ; ° 
atertown enccccaces am oodard Ge cisctcccccqnes Send to New Glasgow 
Paral Wenpace’ (Wenpass) sclecescee-+---.-l[rving P. Lord Graney" (Cape Broton)........... .A. J. G. MacEchen { 
Wausan* eonareceee- RYMM, “Hurley & Jones Truro ee epeesecqees jaagoun & Layton a 
West Superior (Dougias).......... . Winsor & Winser | Wi SPEED “scckhcitinued to New 
Yarmouth* (Yarmouth).... . ‘ord H. Pelton, Q.C. i 
WYOMING. Boston Marine . Refers to Bank of Yarmouth 
Petersburg (Grant) ............. Reynelte & Forman 3 
Refer to need ‘Bank , Keyser, Va. ; 
a nee (Mason). — -««.+-3. 8. Spencer _N.E. , } 
Refers to Merchants’ Notional Bank. * (Frontenac). Sie 
Ravenswood (Jackson).............. .. NW. C, PRICKITT | Rawlins* (Carbon)............. Chatterton & af shback Resmens biatiemae cE 
ra nes k Ks nga" (Sw f oe 6. W Shutter Cottrell London (iidlesen) - Tennent, McDonagh & Coleridge i 
ers ercantile uster of St uis, Mo., = 
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COMPREHENSIVE. 


LAW OF REPLEVIN 


AND KINDRED ACTIONS FOR GETTING POSSESSION OF CHATTELS. 
By ROSWELL SHINN, LL. D., 


“LAW OF ATTACHMENT AND GARNISHMENT;” “PLEADING AND PRACTICE,” Etc. 


The work is one of wide scope and is divided into three parts, viz : 


I. The Remedy. 


Il. The Procedure. 


Ill, Actions arising from Replevin. 

Inasmuch as Replevin in America and the kindred actions of whatsoever name are based om the common law action 
which is the outgrowth of centuries ; and as all the satutory modifications in names or procedure are but differentiations of the 
original, the fundamental treatment has been amplified to include such statutory procedure as ‘Actions to Obtain 


== 
MODERN, 


of Chattels ;’’ «« Proceedings to Recover Possession of Personal Property ;’’ +‘ Possessory Action ;”’ « Possess. 
ory Warrant ;” « Sequestration,’ Etc., Etc. 


One large volume, about 1,000 pages, in Best Law Book Style, Price $6.00 net; delivered to any address 


for $6.25. 


T. H. FLOOD & Co., Publishers, 179 Monroe Street, Chicago, Ill, 











_ RELIABLE ATTORNEYS. 


ILLINOIS, 


JOSIAH CRATTY, 


Attorney at Law, 

Fleer 13 Security Bidg, CHICAGO, 
Cor. Madison Street and Fifth Avenue. 
Cerperation and Commercial Law and Col- 
lections a Specialty. 

Depositions taken before ALICE MANNING, 
Notary Public, Room 188 Security Bidg, 188 Madison st. 


ANY EVERY 


wares COLLECTIONS ware 
veat THE CREDITORS’ AGENCY ‘ex 


CHICAGO, ILL. 














Depositions, Settiemente, Gopesel Practice—all courts. 
in ony tty ®% client banks in United States and 
gndge . W. CoouRax, Counsel. T. C. ESTEE, 
vic St., Chicago. 
MUESSISSIPPI. 








CHAS. SCOTT & £. H. WOODS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
ROSEDALE, Bolivar Co. MISSISSIPPI. 


Refer to Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. ; 
Hanover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
Court Judges of Mississippi 








NEW YORK. 


POWELL & CADY, 


Attorneys & Counselors, 
206 Broadway, 








Practice in State and Federal Courts. 


NEW YORK. 
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“Inventive . > 
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PATENTS “3:25 


Book “‘How to obtain Patents” 
Charges moderate. No fee till t is secured. 


E. G. SIGGERS, Pelee Laman, Washington, d. c. 












SOUTH CAROLINA. 


M' ORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43-47 Bread Street, Charlesten, 8. 6. 


PRACTICE IN THE STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS. 
i +] 
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Attorneys in South Carolina for Postal Telegraph Cable 
Rails j The American Bonding & trastGe. Ca 
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Every Issue of 

The Office Magazine, 6 

A. 0. KITTREDGE, F. 1. A., C. P. A., Editor, 

contains information on office : 
topics 


Worth Many Times 
its Price Per Year. 


It publishes only practical articles 
on practical subjects by practical 
business men. 


Sample Copy Free. 


Issued monthly, subscription $1 a year 
Advertising rates on application. 


ACCOUNTICS ASSOCIATION, Publishers. 
22 Lancashire Building, New York City. 
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HUBERT E. PECK, 629 F St, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. Con- 
sul Expert in Patent Mat- 
ters, en consulted about 
patents write me. Highest 
references. 








| WANT LAW CLER 


RIGB TYPE WRITING CARBON PAPERS, | WILL GIVE YOU GOOD COMMISSIONS. SEND FOR ILLUSTRATED 


TO ACT AS MY AGENT. 
IF YOU WILL INFLUENCE YOUR OFFICE TRADE IN 


CATALOGUE AND DISCOUNTS TO AGENTS FROM THESE PRICES. 


Type Writer Ribben 
Type Writer Carbon 


any color or machine, - ~- 
aper, 8x10 to 8x14, <- « 


50c. each. $5.00 per dozen. 
- 40c. per dozen. $2.75 per 106 


Guaranteed to give satisfaction. If net can be returned at my expense. 


HOWARD WHITFIELD, 46 Cortiand St. N.Y. City. Ilus'ted Catalogue for the asking. 


The 
Counsellors’ 


Bureau, 


No. 52 William Street, 
NEW YORK. 


TELEPHONE—“1791 JOHN.” 


CLARENCE McKENZIE, Manager. 
GEO. W. WEIFFENBACH, Senior Counsel 





Prepares Briefs of Argument and 
Memoranda of Authorities for any State. 
Acts as Resident Counsel to Forel 
Attorneys, etc. 


Correspondence Solicited. 


Fees moderate and will be stated in 
advance if requested, upon Statement of 
Facts being furnished, order to be con- 
tingent upon acceptance of terms. 


Corporation Work a Specialty. 


References: 
Tue American Lawyer, 29 Murray Street, New York. 
How. D. D. Wurrxey, President, Hamilton Fire Ins. Co. 
7% William Street, New York. 
CuarLes W. Wetmore, President The North American 
Co., 90 Broad Street, New York. 
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ollections. 

ATTORNEYS desiring to establish 
s connection bringing Canadian Collections 
and general business would do well to place 
their name iu the Legal Directory of Canada 
Law Journal (Established 1855) the organof 
the Law Society, issued semi-monthly. The 
Journal reaches every lawyer in Canada, 
with very few exceptions. 


For terms and sample copy write 
CANADA LAW JOURNAL COMPANY, 








2 Terente Street, Terento, Canada. 
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